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The History of Arianifm, from M. Maim- 
bourgh ; and of -Sociniani{m , from 
L’ Amy : With two Introdudory Dif- 
courfes concerning the nature of {pecu- 
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{ Thefe two Difcourfes are printed by 
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S it is the bufinefs of thefe Difcourfes to 

prepare the Reader for a careful atten- 

tion to the enfuing hiftory, -it is proper to give 
an account of them. 
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The firft of them begins with this obferva- 
tion ; That it is of great ufe to examine the 
cafe of doctrinal, or /peculative points in Reli- 
gion; how far they are of an zudifferent nature, 
as to the Velief of them ; whether, as fuch, 
they be capable of being made terms of Sal- 
vation ; and whether the doctrine of the T7i- 
xity be of this kind. To fuch a perfuafion it 
is owing, that a great number of Chriftians 
neglect the confideration of the effential do- 
étries of Chriftianity : For, being prepoffefs’d 
with an opinion that fuch matters do not at all 
concern them, in that they do not affeét their 
future happinefs, why fhould they {pend their 
time upon fubjects of no confequence, and per- 
haps as little entertaining to their tafte and hu- 
mour ? But if Unbelievers can be convinced, 
that the doctrine of the Trinity is not merely 
f{peculative ; or that {peculative dottrines may, 
if God pleafes, be required of us, as neceffary 
conditions of Salvation ; they then muft think 
themfelves concern’d to enquire whether God 
has reveal’d them to us, and required us to be- 
lieve them. 

Another reafon, the Author has given, why 
he thought an enquiry into the nature of do- 
ctrinal, or {peculative points fo feafonable, is, 
That the arguments, whereby the Innocency of 
Error in fuch points has been defended, fub- 
vert all Religion, both natural and reveal'd. 

Having thus obferv’d the importance of the 
fubjeét, he proceeds to ftate the queftion in 
difpute ; where he takes particular care to fix 
the meaning of the terms, and to free them 
from that ambiguity in which they have been 
ufed, either thro’ ignorance, or defign, In the 
profe- 
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profecution of this fubjeét he has a particular 
regard, as he himfelf fays, to a celebrated piece, 
intitled, Zhe Innocency of Error, afferted and vin- 
dicated, written by Dr. Sykes ; who has taken 
great pains to reduce the notion into a formed 
{cheme, whereas before it was only dropp’d oc- 
cafionally, in loofe and naked propofitions. 
From this piece therefore our Author cites fe- 
veral paffages, where the doé¢trine is formally 
ftated. As thus; Error is an affent of the mind 
to a propofition as true, which is not fo. If er- 
vor extends no farther than the mind, *tis what I 
call SIMPLE ERROR: Jf a man proceeds upon this 
falfe bottom to regulate bis prattice, fuch error 
is then called a practical one. Again: If we 
guard againft evil practices, zf we take care that 
our a€tions are but right, and agreeable to the 
daws of Chrift ; Ido not fee what harm can en 
fue. Again: If errors of the underftanding are 
criminal, let all be fo, and punifh philofophical 
ones, as well as theological. ‘Then follow fome 
remarks upon the Doétor’s inaccuracies and in- 
confiftencies ; which we fhall pafs over, having 
collected enough to fhew, that the affertors of 
the innocency of error mean, by /peculative er- 
rors, fuch errors as relate to points that are on- 
ly the objects of our anderflanding, without ha- 
ving any influence upon our adfious ; of which 
kind they fuppofe the doétrine of the Trinity, 
and other my/teries of Chriftianity to be. 


The firft argument that is brought in proof 
of this notion, is, Zhat in the perceptions of the 
mind, men are perfectly paffive. 

This argument, our Author obferves, will 
equally render a// errors innocent, the mind be- 
ing equally pafive in thofe perceptions upon 
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which we ground our judgment in praéfical 
truths, as in /peculative ones. We aé# in con- 
fequence of our judgment ; and our judgment is 
made in confequence of our perceptions: And 
therefore if in /pecu/ative truths, the agreement 
or difagreement of the terms of a propofition 
appears necefjarily to the mind, and the mind 
judges neceffarily according to the appearance of 
things; the progrefs of the mind is the fame 
in its judgment concerning praétical truths, and 
confequently errors in fuch points are equally in- 
voluntary and unpunif(bable. 

The fame confequence will alfo follow in re- 
{pect to the belief of Chrifianity in general, as 
well as any particular doctrine of it : The mind 
being paffive in its perceptions, and judgments, 
it is not in any man’s power to determine how 
the evidence for the truth of Chriftianity fhall 
appear, or whether he fhall judge according as 
things do appear ; from whence it mutt follow, 
in this way of reafoning, that error in refpeét 
of the truth of Chriftianity, is as innocent as 
error in our-notions of the Zrinity - So that, as 
our Author takes notice, the advocates for the 
Junocency of error ufe the very fame way of ar- 
guing, in fupport of their favourite fcheme, 
which the late Mr. Codzns and other Infidels have 
ufed againft free wé//, in order to deftroy Reli- 
gion in general. 


Their fecond argument is only the confequence 
of the former ; That error cannot be punifbable, 
becaufe we cannot repent of error ; i. e. can bave 
so fting of Confcience, uo remorfe, no [elf-con- 
demning notions for baving been in an error, un 
des it bas affected our a€tions ; alledging this 
reafon for it, Lhat "tis a contradiction to be fully 
per= 
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perfuaded of any point, and to repent of it at the 
fame time. Upon which our Author obferves, 
1ft, That men may be punifhed for what they 
cannot repent of, becaule their incapacity to re- 
pent may be owing to themfelves. 2dly, That 
tho’ ’tis a contradiction to be fully per/uaded of 
any point, and repent of it at the fame time; 
yet that perfuafion may be criminal, as arifing 
from the neglect of the proper means of con- 
viction, or from vicious paffions, which may 
hinder thofe means from having their proper 
effect. But 3dly, That this argument, were 
there any force in it, would prove praétical er- 
rors as innocent as /peculative ones. For, if a 
man be fully perfuaded, tho’ erroneoufly, of the 
lawfulnefs or unlawtulnefs of any aétion, he 
cannot be fo fully perfuaded, and repent of that 
action at the fame time: And if he cannot fo 
repent of it, he cannot, in the opinion of thefe 
Gentlemen, be punifbed for it. 


The third Argument is this; that the Evil 
lies not in them ({peculative Errors) but in the 
frame and difpofition of mind, which tends to be- 
tray men into them. To which our Author an- 
{wers, that this Argument proves diretly, that 
fpeculative Errors are punithable as well as prad?i- 
cal ones, becaufe they may, and often do arife 
from an evil frame and difpofition of mind ; from 
pride, from felf-conceit, from obftinacy, or 
from worldly intereft. 

The laft Argument that our Author mentions, 
he quotes from Mr. Chub, and it is this ; ‘That 
fpeculative Do&trines muft be innocent, becaufe 
they are not fo clearly revealed as to leave no room 
for Error ; and it is abfurd to fuppofe that a wife 
and good Being flould em us capable of Brite 
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6 The Prefent State of Art. 1. 
and punifo us for erring: To which he replies, 
That if we be capable of underftanding and 
believing any truth, we may be punifhed for 
rot doing it; or elfe there is an end of all Re- 
ligion at once, becaufe we are capable of finning, 
and confequently, according to this way of rea- 
foning, we are not punifbable for finning, tho’ 
capable at the fame time of avoiding the fin. 
The general Remark which our Author makes 
upon all thefe arguments is, That either they 
prove nothing, too much, or fomething foreign 
to the purpofe; that no argument has been ad- 
vanced concerning the innocency of /peculations, 
or notions in particular, as diftinguifh’d from 
practical truths, but only fuch as prove ai// errors 
innocent, or all punifbable. 

Having therefore fhewn the weaknefs of their 
arguments, he proceeds to confider more parti- 
cularly the tendency of the modern opinion con- 
cerning the Inuocency of Error in /peculative 
points, ana fhews that it neceffarily leads to De- 
g/m, tho’ every advocate for it may not perhaps 
underfiand the Nature and confequence of his 
own doctrine. If /peculation, as oppofed to 
prattice, cannot be the proper fubject of duty, 
itis (according to them) becaufe it hasno inberent 
goodne/s or evil, fuch as we alcribe to moral actions ; 
or, to ufe their own terms, becaufe there is no mo- 
val fitne/s, or unfitne/s in matters of {peculation. 
Which argument will equally prove, that all the 
pofittve duties, both of the Old and New Tefta- 
ment, ure of an ind?ffereut nature, and that we 
can no more be obliged to obferve the Sacra- 
ments, than to believe the Myfferies of Chri- 
{tianity ; becaufe we cannot deduce our obliga- 
tion to the obfervance of them from the eternal 
and iu#mutable reafon of things, but only from 
the 
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the declared will of the Legiflator ; which — 
will not allow to be binding upon us, unlefs the 
thing commanded has an appa arent moral fitue[s, 
as well as a pofitive Sanction, to entorce it: thus 
abfolutely deftroying the authority of God, as 
Governor of the world, and :naking him only 
the means of informing us of our duty, but 
not the fountain from whence our obligation to 
obedience arifes. Nay, the very ideas of jvrz/> 
dittion, of power and authority mutt be lott ; 
becaufe, if a command carries no obligation, 
till the thing commanded appears fit and re4/oite 
able, it is no command at all; anda fubject has 
as much authority over his fovereign, as the fo- 
vereign has over the fubject, becaufe he may be 
able to tell what is fit and expedsent to be done ; 
which is all that the moft abfolute Being can 
do, unlefs he has authority to prefcribe rules of 
behaviour, without fhewing the fitwe/s of thofe 
Rules. This is a {fcheme fo deftructive, that 
it greatly affects even morality itfelf, which they 
are labouring to eftablifh as the only principle 
of Religion ; for, there are but few people who 
heve ability, leifure, and inclination to deduce 
every moral aétion from the eternal and iiimuta- 
ble reafon of things ; and yet it is demonftration, 
that, if the apparent fitue/s of any action be the 
fole obligation to the performance of it, no man 
can be obliged to do any thing, till the parti- 
cular expediency and moral fitne/s of that a¢tion 
fhall appear diftinétly tohim. It feems, at leaf 
incumbent upon thefe gentlemen to clear their 
{cheme from thefe heavy charges, or publickly 
to give it up. Our Author concludes his dif- 
courfe with a differtation concerning the dittin- 
ction between the pofitive duties, and the moral 
duties ; fhewing, that the forier have a re 
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goodue/s in them, as well as the Jatter, becaufe 
they have a real fitwe/s in them to anfwer cer- 
tain good eds, tho’ the reafons upon which they 
are founded be not eternal and immutable ; yet, 
that our obligation to the obfervance of them. 
arifes from the pofitive command of God in his 
yevealed Will, becaufe we have no other way, 
but from his exprefs Declaration, of knowing 
it to be the will of God, that we fhould obferve 
them, or that the obfervance of them is fit and 
expedient. 


It was the defign of the former difcourfe to 
confider the nature of /peculative doétrines, and 
to fhew that the belief of fuch do¢trines may be 
required of us by God; in this our Author en- 
quires into the nature of the Trinitarian do- 
étrine, whether it be fo purely fpeculative as fome 
have reprefented it. For, fhould it be allowed 
that /peculative do€trines are not capable of be- 
ing made terms of falvation, yet, unlefs the do- 
étrine of the Zrinity be a point of mere {pecu- 
lation, the belief of it may, notwithftanding, 
be required of us. 

Our Author therefore juftly obferves, that it 
might be thought fufficient, in anfwer to the 
queftion concerning the Innocency of Error in 
fpeculative points, to deny that the Trinity is 
fuch a doctrine, becaufe the labour of the proof 
lies upon then. However, he goes on to fhew 
that tis a matter of practice, as well as /pecula- 
tion ; a point which greatly affeéts the Chriftian 
Difpenfation, and confequently our Salvation. 

That Chriftian Worfbip is a matter of practice 
will hardly be denied by thefe /peculative Wri- 
ters; and that it is connected infeparably with 
the doctrine of the Trinity, may very eafily be 
proved. 
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proved. It is an allowed principle, that God is 
to be worfbipped ; from whence it muft neceffari- 
ly follow, that if there be three co-equal diftinct 
Perfons in the Godhead, and it be fufficiently 
made known to us that there are, they have 
each of them an egual claim to worfhip from 
us ; and if it benot revealed to us, that the Sox 
and Holy Ghoft are truly and properly God, the 
one God with the Father, it is Jdo/atry to wor- 
fhip them. Indeed, fome of late have pretend- 
ed that the Worfhip of the Son and Holy Ghoft 
is Jawful, but not neceffary; the abfurdity of 
which notion is fhewn in the following words 
of our Author: ‘‘ The Heathens were directed, 
“¢ either by the light of Nature, or by Tradi- 
© tion, to pay divine worfbip; and, tho’ they 
“© were many times miftaken in the proper obj G 
*© of their worfhip, and paid it where it was 
“© not due, yet they always confidered it as a 
“¢ matter of Duty, a'Tribute due to their God. 
©° or Gods, and not as a civil compliment, that 
“© might be omitted without any éujury or offence. 
“The Fewi/o Law did not make any altera- 
tion in refpeét to the general duty, but only 
inftructed the people in the right manner of 
performing it, and directed them to the pro- 
per objec? of their worfhip. ‘The world before 
paid divine worfbip ; and whether they paid 
it to one or to more Beings, they paid it al- 
ways as a debt duetothem. The Law of 
Mofes inftructed the Fews to whom this de/t 
of Homage was due, and after what manner 
it was to be paid; nor to many, but to one 
“© God, the Lord of Heaven and Earth. They 
“© were abfolutely commanded to worfhip the true 
“© God, and as abfolutely forbidden to worhhip 
*‘ any other Being ; becaufe divine worfhip is 
* God’s 
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©‘ God’s rightful claim, arifing from the rela- 
“S tion, we ftand in towards him; and there- 
“* tore, if we negleét to give him That homage 
“© to which he has a natural Right ; or if we 
“° give his Right to another, to whom it is not 
“° due, we zujure him, and are guilty of a breach 
*° of duty. 

“* The Chriftian Revelation makes ftill farther 
«© difcoveries concerning the object of worfhip. 
“* The Fews were inftructed, that ove God on- 
“* ly was the true God, to whom alone they 
“¢ were to direct their worhhip : the Go/pes con- 
“° firms That inftruction, and informs us, that 
“* the three Perfons in the facred and ever-blef- 
“* fed Trinity are the one true God. The Fews 
‘© worlhipped one God, and Chriftians worthip 
<6 three Perfows in one Godhead. Thon fbalt wor- 
“ (hip the Lord thy God, and bim only fhalt thou 
* ferve. ‘This is the plain Law of both Co- 
“* venants ; but our Lord God is Father, Son, 
“© and Holy Ghoft, three diftin&t perfons united 
“* in one undivided nature. ‘Thus every difpen- 
“© fation confidered divine worfbip as an indi/pen- 
“* fible duty, and only direéted mankind to pay 
“* it toa proper object ; not leaving them at /z- 
“° Lerty either to g7ve, or with-bold it at plea- 
“* jure. That the true God has a Right to be 
°° worfhipped ; that it is our duty to give unto 
“© him That Right ; ; and that we énjure and of- 
<° fend him by giving to any other Being what 
“* he claims as due only to bimfelf ; thefe are 
“* truths, one would think, too obvious to be 
of difputed. If the Som and Holy Ghoft, with 
© the Father, be the true God, whom Chrifti- 
“¢ ans are to worfhip, then they havea Right to 
<* our worfhip; if they be wot the true God, 
“© then they have uo Right: again, if they have 
“a Righs 
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a Right to our worfhip, we ought in point of 
duty to give it; if they have wot a Right, 
we ought not to give it them, becaule we 
thereby zmjure the true God, who is juftly en- 
titled to our worthip, and has declared, that 
he will not gzve bis glory to another. Upon 
This ftate of the cafe, the Arians muft either 
give up the /awfulne/s of worfhipping the Sv 
and Holy Ghoft, as Dr. Clarke has lately 
done, or allow the necefity of doing 
it, From hence alfo I might fhew the 
abfurdity of their diftinGiion between Subor- 
dinate and Ultimate worfhip, becaufe the o/- 
ject of Chriftian worfhip being only the ore 
true God, the fame kind, and deg ee of divine 
worfhip "mut be due to each perfou in the 
Godhead. An unity of nature in the of jeé? 
muft have an unity of worfbip; and if there 
be not an unity of nature in the three perfons ; 
if either Son, or Holy Ghoft, be not, with the 
Father, the one true God, they ought not to 
be worthipped at ail, becaufe aii divine wor- 
fhip is appropriated to the oue true God. But 
at prefent I am only to prove in geweral, that 
worfhip is due to the Sow and Holy Gho/, 
which is the neceffary confequence of their 
conceffions concerning the /awfulue/s of wor- 
fhipping them. 

“From what has been offered I think it ap- 
pears undeniably true, that the doctrine of 
the Trinity is not a matter of mere (peculaticii, 
becaufe it has a neceflary connection with 
Chriftian worfbip ; that it isnot a point of an 
indifferent nature, but of great mozment and it- 
portance to the honour of God, and the fal- 
vation of Chriftians. For, however difficult 


“ it may be thought to ftate the notion of effei- 
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< mine pofitively upon every particular inftance 
«© that may come under debate among Chrifti- 
«¢ ans ; yet there can be no doubt whether it be 
S 4 point of very confiderable confequence fo to 
¢¢ reculate the unity of the Chriftian worfbip, as 
«© that there may beno excefs on one fide, nor 
© defect on the other. 





ARTICLE IL. 


The TRYAL of the WITNESSES of the 
RefurreEtion of Jesus. A Pamphlet 
containing 110 Pages, printed in 1729. 
for Mr. Pemberton over-again{t St. Duns 
ftan’s Church in Fleetffreet. 


." o’ this difcourfe may be fuppofed, from 
the great number of impreffions which it 
nas borne, to be very well known ; yet the ex- 
cellency of the performance, the character of 
the reputed author, and the vaft importance of 
the fubjeét, make it highly requifite that fome 
notice fhould be taken of it in thefe papers ; 


both in honour of the Perfon who wrote it, and 


out of regard to Chriftianity, that the circula- 
tion of fo feafonable a defence of it may be ftill 
farther promoted and enlarg’d. It being pub- 
lifhed without a name, the world was fome 
time in fufpence to whom they fhould give the 
reputation, which all agreed to be due to the 
real author of it; and envy and policy were ve- 
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ry induftrious to miflead the opinion of the 
Town. Some, indeed, when they obferv’d in 
what a mafterly, Lawyer-/ike manner it was 
written, thought it not unworthy to be afcrib’d 
to that honourable perfon, who fo well fills one 
of our higheft feats of Judicature ; but others, 
from the fagacity of fome critical interpreta- 
tions of Scripture, and uncommon obfervations, 
thought it muft be the production of one who 
had devoted himfelf to the ftudy of Divinity ; 
and now the Publick have agreed to give it to 
a Right Reverend Prelate, whofe _jinige is €- 
qual to any fort ot learning, or to any wanire 
of writing, which he fhall think mott proper 
for his purpofe. Such is the peculiar te! icity 
of this writer ; his arguments are fo concife, 
as well as clear and ftrong, the connexion fo 
clofe, and the whole animated with fuch an ini- 
mitable fpirit, that we cannot pre any kind . 
abftract of it that will not injure the work, an 
difappoint the Reader. The only way of rae 
ing it juftice, and giving fatisfaCtion, will be, 
to cite the Author’s own account of it, as he 
himfelf has fumm’d it up in the form of a 
Charge to the Jury from the Judge, in the 
following words. 


“° Gentlemen of the Jury, The queftion be- 
©© fore you, is, Whether the Witneffes of the 
*° Refurrection of Chrift be guilty of giving 
6° falfe evidence, or no. 

& Two forts of objections, or accufations are 
*€ brought againft them. One charges fraud 
SC and deceit on the tranfaéction itfelf; the other 
“* charges the evidence as forged, and infufi- 
“¢ cient to fupport the credit of fo extraordi- 
** nary an event. 

“ ‘There 
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“ There are alfo three periods of time to be 
confider’d. 

“ The firft takes in the Miniftry of Chrift, 
and ends at his death. During this period the 
fraud is fuppofed to be contrived. 

“ The fecond reaches from his death to his 
refurrection. During this period the fraud 
is fuppofed to be executed. 

“ 'The third begins from the refurrection, 
and takes in the whole Miniftry of the Apo- 


‘ f{tles. And here the evidence, they gave the 
‘ world for this fact is the main confidera- 


tion, 
“ As to the firft period of time, and the 


‘ fraud charged upon Jefus, I muft obferve to 


you, that this charge had no evidence to fup- 
port it ; all the facts reported of Jefus ftand 
in full contradiction to it. To fuppofe, as 
the Council did, that this fraud might pof- 


‘ fibly appear, if we had any ‘fewz/h books writ- 


ten at the time, is not to bring proof, but to 


‘ wifh for proof ; for as it was rightly obferv’d 
‘on the other fide, how does Mr. J. know 
’ there were any fuch books ? And fince they 
‘are loft, how does he know what was in 
* them ? Were fuch books extant, they might 


probably prove beyond difpute the faéts re- 
corded in the Gofpels. 

‘ You were told that the Fews were a very 
fuperfticious people, much addiéted to pro- 


‘ phecy, and particularly that they had a ftrong 
expectation about the time that Chrift ap- 
‘ pear’d, to have a victorious Prince rife amon 


them. This is laid as the ground of fufpi- 


‘ cion ; and in fa@, many Impoftors, you are 


told, fet up upon thefe notions of the peo- 
ple ; and thence it is inferr’d, that Chrift 
“ built 
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built his fcheme upon the ftrength of thefe 
popular prejudicés. But when this fact came 
to be examined on the other fide, it appear’d 
that Chrift was fo far from falling in with 
thefe notions, and abufing the credulity of 
the people, that it was his main point to 
correct thefe prejudices, to oppofe thefe fu- 
perftitions ; and by thefe very means he fell 
into difgrace with his countrymen, and fuf 
fer’d as one, who in their opinion, deftroyed 
the Law and the Prophets. With refpeét to 
temporal power, fo far was he from aiming 
at it, that he refufed it when offered: So far 
from giving any hopes of it to his difciples, 
that he invited men upon quite different 
terms ; Zo take up the crofs, and follow biz. 
And it is obfervable, that after he had foretold 
his death and refurrection, he continued to 
admonifh his difciples of the evils, they were 
to fuffer; to tell them that the world would 
hate them, and abufe them ; which furely to 
common fenfe has no appearance that he was 
then contriving a cheat, or encouraging his 
difciples to execute it. 

“ But as ill fupported as this charge is, there 
was no avoiding it ; it was neceffity, and not 
choice, which drove the gentleman to it: for 
fince Chrift had foretold his refurre@tion, if 
the whole was a cheat, he certainly was con- 
{cious to it, and confequently the plot was 
laid in hisown time. And yet the fuppofing 
Chrift conf{cious to fuch a fraud in thefe cir- 
cumftances, is contrary to all probability. [t 
is very improbable, that he, or any man, 
fhould without any temptation, contrive a 
cheat to take piace after his death. And if 
this could be fuppofed, *tis highly improbable 
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that he fhould give publick notice of it, and 
thereby put all men on their guard ; efpecial- 
ly confidering there were only afew women, 
and twelve men of low fortunes, and mean 
education, to conduét the plot ; and the whole 
power of the Zews and Romans to oppofe it. 
“ Mr. A. feemed fenfible of thefe difficulties, 
and therefore would have varied the charge, 
and have made Chrift an Enthufiaft, and his 
difciples only cheats. This was not properly 
moved, and therefore not debated ; for which 
reafon I fhall pafs it over with this fhort ob- 
fervation ; that Enthufiafm is as contrary to 


‘ the whole chara¢ter and conduét of Chrift as 


even fraud is. Befides, this imagination, if 
allowed, goes only to Chrift’s own part ; and 
leaves the charge of fraud, in its full extent, 
upon the management from the time of his 
death, and therefore is of no ufe, unlefs the 
fraud afterwards be apparent. For if there 
really was a refurrection, it will fufficiently 
anfwer the charge of Enthufiafm. 

‘* T pafs on then to the fecond period, to con- 
fider what happen’d between the death and 
refurrection of Chrift. And here it is agreed 
that Chrift died, and was buried. So far 
then there was no fraud. 

‘‘ For the better underftanding the charge 
here, we muft recollect a material circum- 


- {tance reported by one of the Evangelifts ; 


which is this: After Chrift was buried, the 
chief Priefts and Pharzfees came to Pilate the 


- Ronan Governor, and informed him that this 


deceiver, (meaning Jefus) had in his Life- 


‘ time foretold, that he would rife again after 


three days; that they fufpe€ted his difciples 
would fteal away the body, and pretend a re- 
‘* furs 
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furrection; and then the /af error would be 
worfe than the firf. They therefore defire a 
guard to watch the fepulchre, to prevent all 
fraud. ‘They had one granted; accordingly 
they placed a watch on the fepulchre, and 
fealed up the ftone at the mouth of ir. 

“© What the event of this cafe was, the fame 
writer tells us. The guards faw the ftonere- 
moved by Angels, and tor fear they became 
as dead men; when they came to the city, 
they reported to the chief Priefts what had 
happen’d: a council is called, and a refolu- 
tion taken to bribe the foldiers to fay, that 
the body was ftolen while they were afleep ; 
and the council undertook to excufe the fol- 
diers to Pilate, for their negligence in falling 
afleep when they were on duty. 

“* Thus the fact ftands in the original Record. 
Now the council for WVool/ton maintains, that 
the ftory reported by the foldiers, after they 
had been bribed by the chief Priefts, con- 
tains the true account of this pretended refur- 
rection. 

“*The gentleman was fenfible of a difficulty 
in his way, to account for the credit which 
the Fews gave to the prediction of Chrift ; 
for if, as he pretends, they knew him to be 
an impoftor, what reafon had they to take 
any notice of his predi€tion ? And therefore, 
that very caution in this cafe betrayed their 
concern, and fhewed that they were not fa- 
tisfied that his pretenfions were groundlefs. 
To obviate this, he fays, that they had dif- 
covered before, one great cheat in the cafe of 
Lazarus, and therefore were fufpicious of 
another in this cafe. He was anfwered, 
That the difcovery of a cheat in the cafe be- 
JANUARY 1730. B ** fore- 
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“¢ fore-mentioned, ought rather to have fet them 
«¢ at eafe, and made them quite fecure as to the 
‘* event of the prediction. In reply he fays, 
“‘ that the chief Priefts, however fatisfied of 
‘< the cheat themfelves, had found that it pre- 
©¢ vailed among the people ; and to fecure the 
“ people trom being farther impofed on, they 
€¢ ufed the caution they did. 

“* This is the fubftance of the argument on - 
“ both fides. 

“< T muft obferve to you, that this reafoning 
€¢ from the cafe of Lazarus has no foundation 
** in hiftory ; there is no pretence for faying, 
“* that the ‘fews in this whole affair had any 
“* particular regard to the raifing of Lazarus : 
“* and if they had any fuch juft fufpicion, why 
“¢ was it not mention’d at the trial of Chrift ? 
“* There was an opportunity of opening the 
“ whole fraud, and undeceiving the people. 
“© The ews had a plain Law for punifhing a 
“¢ falfe Prophet ; and what cou’d be a ftronger 
“° conviction, than fuch a cheat made manifeft ? 
“* Why then was this advantage loft ? 

‘¢ The gentleman builds this obfervation on 
“ thefe words, So the laft error fhall be worfe 
“° than the firf. But is there here any thing 
6 faid about Lazarus ¢ No; the words are a 
<¢ proverbial form of {peech, and probably were 
©‘ ufed without relation to any particular cafe. 
“* But if a particular meaning mutt be affigned, 
¢¢ it is more probable, that the words being ufed 
“© to Pilate, contained a reafon applicable to 
“¢ him. Now Pz/ate had been drawn in to con- 
“‘ fent to the crucifixion, for fear the Fews 
“ fhou’d fet up Fe/us to be their King in oppo- 
“ fition to C@/ar ; therefore fay the chief Priefts 
“‘ to him, If once the people believe him to be 
‘* rifen 
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rifen from the dead, the laft error will be 
worfe than the firft; 7. e. they will be more 
inclined and encourag’d to rebel againft the 
Romans thanever. ‘This is a natural fenfe 
of the words, as they are ufed to move the 
Roman governor to allow them a guard. Whe- 
ther Lazarus were dead or alive; whether 
Chrift came to deftroy the Law and the Pro- 
phets, or to eftablifh or confirm them, was 
of little moment to Pé/ate. It is plain, he 
was touched by none of thefe confiderations ; 
and refus’d to be concern’d in the affair of 
Chrift, till he was alarm’d with the fuggefti- 
ons of danger to the Roman ftate. This 
was the fir? fear that moved him; muft not 
therefore the /econd now fuggefted to him be 
of the fame kind ? 
““ The next circumftance to be confider’d, is 
that of the feal upon the ftone of the fepul- 
chre. The council for Wooljton fuppofes an 
agreement between the Sows: and difciples a- 
bout fetting this feal. But for. this agree- 
ment there is no evidence; nay, to fuppofe 
it, contradicts the whole feries of the hifto- 
ry, as the gentleman on the other fide ob- 
ferv’'d. I will not enter into the particulars 
of this debate ; for it is needlefs. ‘The plain 
natural account given of this matter, fhuts 
out all other fuppofitions. Mr. B. obferv’d 
to you, that the Zews having a guard, fet the 
feal to prevent any combination among the 
uards to deceive them: which fvems a plain 
and fatisfactory account. ‘The council tor //” 
replies, Let the ufe of the feals be what mw 
will, itis plain they were broken ; and if the 
were ufed as a check upon the Roman foldi- 
ers, then probably they contented to the 
Bz ** fraud ; 
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fraud ; and then ’tis eafily underftood how the 
body was remgved. 

““ I muft obferve to you here, that this fufpi- 
cion agrees neither with the account given by 
the Evangelift, nor with the ftory fet about 
by the Zews ; fo that it is utterly unfupported 
by any evidence. 

“* Nor has it any probability in it. For what 
cou’d move Pilate, and the Roman foldiers, to 
propagate fuch a cheat? He had crucify’d 
Chrift for no other reafon, but for fear the 
people fhould revolt from the Romans ; per- 
haps too he confented to place a guard upon 
the fepulchre, to put an end to the people’s 
hope in Jefus ; and is it likely at laft that he 
was confenting to a cheat, to make the peo- 
ple believe him rifen from the dead? The 
thing, of all others, which he was oblig’d, 
as his apprehenfions were, to prevent. 

‘¢ The next circumftance infifted on as a proof 
of the fraud, is, that Jefus rofe before the 
time he had appointed. Mr. A. fuppofes that 
the difciples haften’d the plot, for fear of fal- 
ling in with multitudes, who waited only for 
the appointed time to be at the fepulchre, and 
to fee with their own eyes. He was anfwer’d, 
that the difciples were not, cou’d not be con- 
cern’d, or be prefent at moving the body ; 
that they were difpers’d, and lay conceal’d 
for fear of the Jews: that haftning the plot 
was of no ufe, for the Refurreétion happen’d 
whilft the guards were at the fepulchre; 
who were probably enow to prevent violence ; 
certainly enow to difcover it, if any were 
ufed. 

‘“* This difficulty then refts merely upon the 
reckoning of the time. Chrift died on Friday, 
** rofe 
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rofe early on Sunday. ‘The queftion is, Whe- 
ther this was rifing the third day according 
to the prediction? I will refer the authori- 
ties made ufe of in this cafe to your memory, 
and add only one obfervation, to fhew that it 
was indeed the third day according as the 
people of the country reckon’d. When Chrift 
talked with the two difciples who knew him 
not, they gave him an account of his own 
crucifixion, and their difappointment; and 
tell him, Zo day is the third day fince thefe 
things were done t. Now this converfation 
was on the very day of the Refurrection. 
And the difciples thought of nothing lefs 
than anfwering an objection againft the Re- 
furrection, which as yet they did not believe. 
They recount only a matter of fact, and rec- 
kon the time according to the ufage of their 
country, and call the day of the Refurrection 
the third day from the crucifixion ; which is 
a plain evidence, in what manner the ews 
reckon’d in this and like cafes. 
** As the objections in this cafe are founded 
upon the ftory reported by the ews, and the 
Roman foldiers ; Mr. B. in his anfwer, en- 
deavour’d to fhew from fome hiftorical paf- 
fages, that the ‘Zews themfelves did not be- 
lieve the ftory. 
“* His firft argument was, That the Fews ne- 
ver queftion’d the difciples for this cheat, 
and the fhare they had in it, when they had 
them in their power. And yet who fees not 
that it was very much to their purpofe fo to 
do? To this there is no reply. 
‘¢ The fecond argument was from the treat- 
ment St. Pau/ had from King Agrippa, and 
B 3 “* his 
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<¢ his faying to St. Paul, Almof? thou perfuadeft 
‘c me to be a Chriftzan. A {peech, which he 
‘© reckons cou’'d not be made by a Prince, to 
<< one concern’d in carrying on a known cheat. 
‘s To this the gentleman replies, That Agrippa 
<< never did become a Chriftian, and that no 
‘<< great f{trefs is to be laid upon his complaifance 
<“ to his prifoner. But allowing that there was 
<< fomething of humanity and civility in the 
<< expreflion, yet fuch civility could hardly be 
<¢ paid to a known impoftor. There is a pro- 
<¢ priety even in civility ; a Prince may be civil 
“<< to a Rebel, but he will hardly compliment 
‘* him for his Loyalty ; he may be civil to a 
<< poor. Sectary, but if he knows him to bea 
<< cheat, he will fcarcely compliment him with 
<* hopes that he will be of his party. 

‘* The third argument was from the advice 
“<¢ given by Gamaliel to the council of the ews, 
“* to let the Apoftles alone, for fear they them- 
“* felves fbould be found to fight againf{ God: A 
<* fuppofition which the gentleman thinks ab- 
<* folutely inconfiftent with his or the council 
q “* being perfuaded, that the Apoftles were guil- 
fy “* ty of any fraud in managing the Refurrecti- 
“© on of Chrift. 

“ The gentleman replies, That Gamzaliel’s 
‘* advice relpected only the numbers of people 
** deceived, and was a declaration of his opini- 
‘* on, that it was not prudent to come to extre- 
“* mities till the people were in a better temper, 
“< This deferves confideration. 

i ‘* Firf, I obferve, that @amaiiel’s words are 
ih ** exprefs, Jef ye be found to fight againft God, 
4 ‘* which reafon refpects God, and not the peo- 
*< ple. And the fuppofition is, that the baud 
** of God might poffibly be in this work; a fay- 

“ing 


* too 
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*¢ ing which cou’d not have come from him, or 
“¢ have been received by the council, if they had 
“¢ believed the Refurrection to have been a 
€° cheat. 

“© Secondly, It is remarkable, that the miracles 
©* wrought by the Apoftles after the death of 
“ Chrift, thofe efpecially which occafioned the 
** calling this council, had a much greater ef- 
“* fet upon the Fews, than even the miracles of 
°° Chrift himfelff They held out againft all the 
“* wonders of Chrift, and were perpetually plot- 
©* ting his death, not doubting but that would 
** put an end to their trouble: But when after 
“¢ his death, they faw the fame powers continue 
“* with the Apoftles, they faw no end of the af- 
“* fair, but began to think in earneft there might 
“° be more in it than they were willing to be- 
©* lieve. And upon the report made to them 
“* of the Apoftles works, they make ferious re- 
“ flexion, and doubted whereunto this woud grow. 
** And tho’ in their anger and vexation of 
“‘ heart they thought of defperate remedies, 
“* and were for killing the Apoftles alfo, yet 
“¢ they hearkened willingly to Gamaliel’s advice, 
** which at another time might have been dan- 
°° gerous tothe advifer. So that it appears from 
*¢ the hiftory, that the whole council had the 
“* fame doubt that Gamaliel had, that poffibly 
“* the hand of God might be in this thing. And 
“* cou’d the Fews, if they had manifeftly dif- 
“* cover’d the cheat of the Refurrection a little 
“¢ time before, have entertained fuch a fufpi- 
“* cion ? 

“¢ The laft period commences at the Refur- 
“* re€tion, and takes in the evidence upon which 
“ the credit of this fact ftands. 


B 4 ** The 
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‘¢ ‘The council for Woolfton, among other dif- 
ficulties, ftarted one, which, if well-ground- 
ed, excludes all evidence out of this cafe, 
The Refurrection being a thing out of the 
courfe of nature, he thinks the teftimony of 
nature, held forth to us in her conftant me- 
thod of working, a ftronger evidence againft 
the poffibility of a Refurreétion, than any hu- 
man evidence can be for the reality of one. 
“© In anfwer to this, it is faid, on the other 
fide, 
“* Pirft, That a Refurreétion is a thing to be 
judged of by men’s fenfes ; and this cannot 
be doubted. We all know when a man is 
dead ; and fhou’d he come to life again, we 
might judge whether he was alive or no, by 
the very fame means by which we judge thofe 
about us to be living men. 
& Secoudly, ‘That the notion of a Refurre€tion 
contradi¢ts no one principle of right reafon, 
interferes with no law of nature. And that 
whoever admits that God gave man life at 
firft, cannot. poflibly doubt of his power to 
reftore it when loft. 
“ Thirdly, That appealing to the fettled 
courfe of nature, is referring the matter in 
difpute, not to rules or maxims of reafon and 
true philofophy, but to the prejudices and 
miftakes of men 5; which are various and in- 
finite, and differ fometimes according to the 
climate men live in; becaufe men form a no- 
tion of nature from what they fee; and there- 
fore in cold countries all men judge it to be 
according to the courfe of nature for water to 
freeze, in warm countries they judge it to be 
unnatural. Confequently, that it is not 
enough to prove any thing to be contrary to 
the 
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the laws of nature, to fay that it is ufually, 
or conftantly, to our obfervation, otherwile. 
And therefore, though men in the ordinary 
courfe die, and do not rife again, (which is 
certainly a prejudice againft the belief of a 
Refurrection) yet is it not an argument a- 
gainft the poffibility of a Refurre¢tion. 
** Another objection was againft the reality 
of the Body of Chrift after it came from the 
grave. Thefe objections are founded upon 
fuch paffages as report his appearing or dif- 
appearing to the eyes of his difciples at plea- 
{ure ; his coming in among them when the 
doors were fhut; his forbidding fome to 
touch him, his inviting others to do it ; his 
having the very wounds whereof he died, frefh 
and open in his body, and the like. Hence 
the Council concluded that it was no real bo- 
dy, which was fometimes vifible, fometimes 
invifible ; fometimes capable of being touch’d, 
fometimes incapable. 
‘* On the other fide, it was anfwer’d, That 
many of thefe objections are founded on a 
miftaken fenfe of the paffages referred to ; 
particularly of the paffage in which Chrift 
is thought to forbid Mary Magdalen to touch 
him ; of another, in which he calls to Tho- 
mas to examine his wounds ; and probably 
of athird, relating to Chrift’s converfation 
with his difciples on the road, without being 
known by them. 
** As to other paffages, which relate his ap- 
pearing and difappearing, and coming in 
when the doors were fhut, it is faid, that 
no conclufion can be drawn from them againft 
the reality of Chrift’s body : That thefe things 
might happen many ways, and yet the body 
: 6¢ be 
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be real; which is the only point to which 
the prefent objeétion extends : That there 
might be in this, and probably was, fome- 
thing miraculous ; but nothing more won- 
derful than what happen’d on another occa- 
fion in his life-time ; where the Gentleman 
who makes the objection, allows him to have 
had a real body. 

‘* I mention thefe things but briefly, juft to 
bring the courfe of the argument to your re- 
membrance. 

‘* The next objection is taken from hence, 
That Chrift did not appear publickly to the 
people, and particularly to the chief Priefts 
and Rulers of the Fews. It is faid, that 
his commiffion related to them in an efpecial 
manner ; and that it appears ftrange, that 
the main proof of his Miffion, the refurre- 
étion, fhould not be laid before them ; but 
that witneffes fhould be picked and culled to 
fee this mighty wonder. This is the force 
of the objection. 

‘¢ To which it is anfwer’d, Fir, 'That the 
particular commiffion to the ews expired at 
the death of Chrift, and therefore the Fews 
had, on this account, no claim for any par- 
ticular evidence. And it is infifted, that 
Chrift, before his death, declared the ZFews 
fhould not fee him, till they were better dif- 
pofed to receive him. 

*¢ Secondly, That as the whole world had a 
concern in the refurreétion of Chrift, it was 
neceflary to prepare a proper evidence for the 


‘ whole world ; which was not to be done by 


any particular fatisfaction given to the people 
of the Fews, or their Rulers. 
<< Thirdly, 
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“¢ Thirdly, That as to the chofen witneffes, 
it is a miftake to think that they were cho- 
fen as the only perfons to fee Chrift after the 
refurrection ; and that in truth many others 
did fee him; but that the witnefles were 
chofen as proper perfons to bear teftimony 
to all people; an office to which many others 
who did fee Chrift, were not particularly 
commiffioned. ‘That making choice of pro- 
per and credible witnefles, was fo far from 
being a ground of juft fufpicion, that it is in 
all cafes the moft proper way to exclude fu- 
{picion. 

¢ The next objection is pointed againft the 
evidence of the Angels, and the Women. 
It is faid, that hiftory reports that the wo- 
men faw young men at the fepulchre ; that 
they were advanced into Angels merely thro’ 
the fear and fuperftition of the women : That 
at the beft, this is but a ftory of an Appari- 
tion ; a thing in times of ignorance much 
talked of, but in the days of knowledge ne- 
ver heard of. 

“© In anfwer to this, it is faid, That the An- 
gels are not properly reckoned among the 
witnefles of the refurrection ; they were not 
in the number of the chofen witneffes, or 
fent to bear teftimony in the world: That 
they were indeed minifters of God eppointed 
to attend the refurrection: That God has 
fuch minifters, cannot be reafonably doubted ; 
nor can it be objected that they were impro- 
perly employ’d, or below their dignity, in 
attending on the refurrection of Chrift : That 
we believe them to be Angels, not on the re- 
port of the women, but upon the credit of 
the Evangelift who affirms it. That = is 
: C6 aid 
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‘* faid of Apparitions on this occafion, may pafs 
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-€* for wit and ridicule, but yields no reafon or 


argument. 

** The objection to the women was, I think, 
only that they were women ; which was 
{ftrengthen’d by calling them filly women. 

*° It was anfwer’d, that women have eyes 
and ears as well as men, and can tell what 
they fee and hear. And it happened in this 
cafe, that the women were fo far from be- 
ing credulous, that they believed not the An- 
gels, and hardly believed their own report. 
However, that the women are none of the 
chofen witneffes ; and if they were, the evi- 
dence of the men cannot be fet afide, becaufe 
women faw what they faw. 

“* This is the fubftance of the objections and 
an{wers. 

“© The Council for the Apoftles infifted fur- 
ther, That they gave the greateft affurance 
to the world, that poffibly could be given, 
of their fincere dealing, by fuffering all kinds 
of hardfhip, and at laft death itfelf, in con- 
firmation of the truth of their evidence. 

** The Council for Woolton, in reply to this, 
told you, That all Religions, whether true 
or falfe, have had their martyrs ; that no O- 
pinion, however abfurd, can be named, but 
fome have been content to die for it; and 
then concluded, that fuffering is no evidence 
of the truth of the opinion for which men 
fuffer. 

*°'To clear this matter to you, I muft ob- 
ferve how this cafe ftands. You have heard 
often, in the courfe of this argument, that 


} the Apoftles were witneffes chofen to bear 


‘* tefti« 
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teftimony to the refurrection ; and, for that 
reafon, had the fulleft evidence themfelves 
of the truth of it ; not merely by feeing 
Chrift once or twice after his death, but by 
frequent converfations with him for forty days 
together, before his afcenfion. That this was 
their proper bufinefs, appears plainly from 
hiftory, where we find, that to ordain an A- 
poftle, was the fame thing as crdaining one 
to be a witne/s of the refurrection *. If you 
look further to the preaching of the Apo- 
{tles, you will find this was the great Arti- 
cle infifted on fF. And St. Paul knew the 
weight of this article, and the neceffity of 
teaching it, when he faid, If Chri? be not ri- 
fen, our faith is vain. You fee then, that 
the thing which the Apoftles teftified, and 
the thing for which they fuffer’d, was the 
truth of the Refurrection ; which is a mere 
matter of faét. 

‘* Confider now how the objection ftands. 
The Council for Woolfton tells you, that ’tis 
common for men to die for falfe Opinions ; 
and he tells you nothing but the truth. But 
even in thofe cafes their fuffering is an evi- 
dence of their fincerity ; and it would be ve- 
ry hard to charge men who die fer the do- 
étrine they profefs, with infincerity in the 
profeffion. Miftaken they may be ; but eve- 
ry miftaken man is not a cheat. Now if you 
will allow the fuffering of the Apoftles to 
prove their fincerity, which you cannot welkl 
difallow ; and confider that they died for the 
truth of a matter of fact which they had 


© Ads i. az. 
4 Adtsii. 2, 22, &e. iii, 15. iv. 10. v. 30. 
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feen themfelves, you will perceive how ftrong 
the evidence is in this cafe. In doétrines and 
matters of opinion, men miftake perpetually ; 
and it is no reafon for me to take up with 
another man’s opinion, becaufe I am perfua- 
ded he is fincere in it. But when a man re- 
ports to me an uncommon fa¢t, yet fuch an 
one, as in its own nature is a plain object of 
fenfe ; if I believe him not, it is not becaufe 
I fufpect his eyes, or his fenfe of feeling, 
but merely becaufe I fufpeét his fincerity. 
For if I was to fee the fame thing myfelf, 
I fhould believe myfelf ; and therefore my 
fufpicion does not arife from the inability of 
human fenfes to judge in the cafe, but from 
a doubt of the fincerity of the reporter. In 
fuch cafes therefore there wants nothing to 
be proved, but only the fincerity of the re- 
porter: and fince voluntary fuffering for the 
truth, is at leaft a proof of fincerity ; the 
fufferings of the Apoftles for the truth of 
the Refurreftion, is a full and unexcepti- 
onable proof. 
“© The Council for Woolfton was fenfible of 
this difference, and therefore he added, that 
there are many inftances of mens fuffering 
and dying in an obftinate denial of the truth 
of facts plainly proved. This obfervation is 
alfo true. I remember a ftory of a man who 
endured with great conftancy all the tortures 
of the rack, denying the fa¢ét with which he 
was charged. When he was asked after- 
wards, how he could hold out againft all the 
tortures ? he anfwered, I had painted a gal- 
lows upon the toe of my fhoe, and when the 
rack ftretched me, I looked on the gallows, 
and bore the pain, to fave my life. This 
“¢ man 
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<¢ man denied a plain fact, under great torture, 
“* but you fee a reafon for it. In other cafes, 
“¢ when criminals perfift in denying their crimes, 
“* they often do it, and there is reafon to fufpeét 
“¢ they do it always, in hopes of a pardon or 
“* reprieve. But what are thefe inftances to the 
“¢ prefent purpofe? All thefe men fuffer againft 
“¢ their wiil, and for their crimes ; and their 
obftinacy is built on the hope of efcaping, 
by moving the compaffion of the govern- 
ment. Can the gentleman give any inftan- 
ces of perfons who died willingly in attefta- 
“© tion of a falfe fact 2 We have had in England 
“* fome weak enough to die for the Pope’s fu- 
“¢ premacy ; but do you think a man could be 
** found to die in proof of the Pope’s being 
€* actually on the throne of England. 

** Now the Apoftles died in afferting the 
** truth of Chrift’s Refurrection. It was always 
<‘ in their power to quit their evidence, and 
“ fave their lives. Even their bittereft enemies, 
*° the ews, requir’d no more of them than to 
“© be filent. t+ Others have denied fa¢ts, or af- 
“° ferted facts, in hopes of faving their lives, 
““ when they were under fentence of death : 
“¢ But thefe men attefted a fact at the expence 
°° of their lives, which they might have faved 
“° by denying the truth. So that between Cri- 
“* minals dying and denying plain facts, and 
** the Apoftles dying for their teftimony, there 
°° is this material difference : Criminals deny 
“ the truth in hopes of faving their lives ; the 
*¢ Apoftles willingly parted with their lives, ra- 
© ther than deny the truth. 
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©¢ We are come now to the laft, and indeed 
©¢ the moft weighty confideration. 

““ The council for the Apoftles having in the 
€f courfe of the argument allowed, that more 
<¢ evidence is required to fupport the credit of 
‘6 the refurrection, it being a very extraordi- 
¢¢ nary event, than is neceffary in common ca- 
<< fes; in the latter part of his defence fets 
“© forth the extraordinary evidence upon which 
“¢ this fact ftands. This is the evidence of the 
«© Spirit; the Spirit of Wifdom and Power, 
«© which was given to the Apoftles, to enable 
«¢ them to confirm their teftimony by figns and 
«© wonders, and mighty works. ‘This part of 
“¢ the argument was well urged by the gentle 
«© man, and I need not repeat all he faid. 

“© The Council for Woolton in his reply, made 
<“- two objections to this evidence. 

“ The firft was this ; That the Refurrection 
“¢ having all along been pleaded to be a matter 
“S of fact, and an object of fenfe ; to recur to 
“© miracles for the proof it, is to take it out 
“© of its proper evidence, the evidence of fenfe ; 
“¢ and to reft it upon a proof which cannot be 
“¢ applied to it ; for feeing one miracle, he fays, 
<¢ is no evidence that another miracle was 
‘* wrought before it; as healing a fick man, is 
“© no evidence that a dead man was raifed to 
* tite. 

‘¢ To clear this difficulty, you muft confider 
“© by what train of reafoning miracles come to 
“be proofs in any cafe. A miracle of itfelf 
€ proves nothing, unlefs this only, that there 
<¢ is a caufe equal to the producing the effect 
“© we fee. Suppofe you fhou’d fee a man raife 
*° one from the dead, and he fhou’d go away 
** and fay nothing to you, you wou'd not find 
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“© that any faét, or any propofition, was prov’d 
© or difprov’d by this miracle. But fhou’d he 
‘© declare to you, in the name of him, by 
¢¢ whofe power the miracle was wrought, that 
¢¢ image. worfhip was unlawful, you wou’d then 
“° be poffefs’d of a proof againft image-wor- 
«¢ fhip, But how? Not bécaufe the miracle 
‘© proves any thing, as to the point itfelf; but 
6 becaufe the man’s declaration is authorized 
°° by him who wrought the miracle in confir- 
‘© mation of his doétrine. And therefore mi- hie 
*< racles are directly a proof of the authority We 
€¢ of perfons, and not of the truth of things. Ht 
“*'To apply this to the prefent cafe: if the | 
«¢ Apoftles had wrought miracles, and faid no- 
&¢ thing of the refurrection, the miracles wou’d  - if 
©¢ have proved nothing about the refurrection, Hi 
€¢ one way or other. But when as eye-witneffes | 
<< they attefted the truth of the refurrection, 
‘¢ and wrought miracles to confirm their autho- 
‘¢ rity ; the miracles did not directly prove the 





<< refurrection; but they confirmed and efta- Bh 
*¢ blifh’'d beyond all fufpicion the proper evi- ( 


‘¢ dence, the evidence of eye-witneffes. So 
‘* that here is no change of the evidence from 
‘¢ proper to improper ; th2 fact dtill refts upon 
“* the evidence of fenfe, confirm’d and itreng- 
** then’d by the authority of the Spirit. If a 
** witnefs calls in his neighbours to atteft his 
** veracity ; they prove nothing as to the fact 
*¢ in queftion, but only confirm the evidence 
“© of the witnefs. ‘The cafe here is the fame 5 
** tho’ between the authorities brought in con- 
** firmation of the evidence, there is no com- 
** parifon, 

“© The fecond objection was, That this evi- 
dence, however good it may be in its kind, 
JANUARY 17130, C a 
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is yet nothing tous. It was well, the gen- 
tleman fays, tor thofe who had it ; but what 
is that to us, who have it not ? 

<< To adjuft this difficulty, I muft obferve to 
you, that the evidence, now under confide- 
ration, was not a private evidence of the Spi- 
rit, or any inward light, like to that which 
the Quakers in our time pretend to; but an 
evidence appearing in the manifeft and vifi- 
ble works of the Spirit : And this evidence 
was capable of being tranfmitted, and a@tu- 
ally has been tran{mitted to us upon unque- 
{tionable authority : And to allow the evi- 
dence to have been good in the firft ages, 
and not in this, feems to me to be a contra- 
dition to the rules of reafoning. For if we 
fee enough to judge that the firft ages had 
reafon to believe, we muft needs fee at the 
fame time, that it is reafonable for us alfo 
to believe. As the prefent queftion only re- 
lates to the nature of the evidence, it was 
not neceffary to produce from hiftory the 
inftances, to fhew in how plentiful a man- 
ner this evidence was granted to the Church. 
Whoever wants this fatisfaction, may eafily 
have it.” 
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The Sacred and Prophane History of 
the WoRLD connefed. from the Crea- 


tion of the World, to the Diffolution of 


the Affyrian Empire at the death +5 Sar- 
danapalus, and to the declenfion of the 
Kingdoms of Judah and Urael, under the 
reigns of Ahaz and Pekah. By a 
SHUCKFORD, M. A. Refor of Shelto 

in the County of Norfolk. Vol. I. Con- 
taining 366 pages in 8vo _ befides the 
Preface and Index. London: Printed 


for R. Knaplock, and f. Tonfon. 172 


R. Shuckford’s fecond Volume being now 

in the prefs, it may not be improper to 

give fome account of the former; that from 

what he has done already with fo much ability, 

the learned world may juftly form their farther 
expectations of what is to come. 

‘Tis not a little furprizing, that no notice has 
been this way taken of an Author furnifh’d with 
fuch uncommon talents, and writing on fo cu- 
rious a fubjeét ; efpecially when the light which 


he has given us into the dark parts of ancient 
Cz hiftc- 
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hiftory, and the juft inferences which he draws 
from thence would be of fuch maniieit fervice 
in our prefent controverfies againft the Infidels, 
and concur in fhewing that the ftate of Reli- 
gion, which others have been detending as fo 
highly probable from reafon, was alfo true in 
fact. °Tis with this view chiefly that we fhall 
extraét fome {pecimens from this excellent wri- 
ter ; from which any one may eafily guefs what 
ufe and entertainment he will meet with in peru- 
fing the whole hiftory. 

We have been inform’d that Dean Prideaux 
rofufed to begin his hiftory higher, becaufe he 
thought there were not fufficient materials to 
proceed upon: And it muft be confefs’d’ there 
are not many. But ftill that Author has done 
all that can be expected, who has fet before us 
whatever remains, and has moreover fhewn us 
that thofe remains (fmall as they are) are of 
excellent ufe and fervice. Our Author, how- 
ever, fenfible of this difficulty, has taken care 
to embellifh his hiftory with frequent, learned 
and curious digreffions ; fo that the piece before 
us might almoft as properly be entitled, Hi/to- 
vical Differtations on the facred and propbane Hi- 
fiory of the World connetfed. When this Aue 
thor’s fecond Volume fhall be publifh’d, we fhall 
have a compleat hiftory in our own language, 
from the Creation down to the fettlement of 
Chriftianity under Conftautine the Great. For, 
as Dr. Prideaux ends bis Conneétion at that pe- 
riod of time, from whence A. D. Echard began 
his Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, fo Mr. Shuckford leaves 
off where Dr. Prideaux began. His defign can- 
not better be exprefs’d, than it is by himfelf in 
the firft paragraph of his Preface. 
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“¢ The defign, fays he, of the undertaking, 
“¢ is to fet before the Reader a view of the Hi 
“ ftory of the World, from Adant, to the dif- 
“* folution of the Affyrian Empire, at the death 
“© of Sardanapalus, in the reigns of Abaz King 
“* of Fudab, and Pekab King of I/rael: At this 
“* period, the moft learned Dean Prideaux be- 
“° gan his Connection of the Old and New Te/ta- 
“* ment, and I would bring my performance 
“* down to the times where his work begins ; 
“* hoping, that if I can fet the tranfactions of 
““ thefe ages in a clear light, my endeavours 
“¢ may be of fome fervice towards forming a 
” judgment of the truth and exactnefs of the 
“ancient Scripture-hiftory, by fhewing how 
*° far the old fragments of the heathen writers 
“¢ apree with it, and how much better and 
“© more authentick the account is, which it 
“ gives of things, where they differ from it. 
6° What is now publifhed, is but a fmall part 
** of my defign ; but if this meets witn that ac- 
“© ceptance, which I hope it may, the remiain- 
cc ; 2 

ing parts fhall foon follow. 


In the 24th page of the Preface, the Author 
makes this probable remark on the heathen hi- 
ftorians ; ; That they “ hearing that ancient 

* princes did what were wonders in their age, 
© took care to tell ’em in a way, or ashtice. 
“* that fhould make them wonders in thezr o-wi. 
°° Ina word, fays he, Mo/es is the only writer, 
“¢ whofe accounts are liable to no exception : 
“© We muft make allowances in many particu- 
** Jars to all others, and very great ones in the 
© point before us, to reconcile them to either 
** truth or probability ; and I think I hav e met 
2 * with, 
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of an heathen writer which 
{ecins tu intimate it, for he ufes words fome- 
Ving to this purpole: Datur bec venia anti- 
guitatt, ut eg jitta veris primordia {ua 
auguftiora faciat. 


Mr. Sbuckford afterwards, having given us a 
critical detail 


ot the ancient philofophers and 


hifiorians, and {hewn in how different a manner, 
and with what different fuccets, they laid down 
their feveral accounts of things, fums up the 
whole in this judicious conclufion. 


€c 


“© And thus if we look over all the philofo- 
phers, and confider what the treaiures of 
knowledge were, which they had amongft 
them, we fhall | find that there were many 


beams of true light fh ining amidft their dark 


’ ad 


and confuied not ions ; but this light was ne- 


ver derived trom any ufe of their Sah for 
they never could give any reafonable account 
of it. The znvifible things of God had vee 
! other related to them, and as 

s they were contented to tran{mit to 
rity, what their anceftors had tran{mit- 
ed to them, wi long tl ey preferv ed a confi- 
f truth s; but whenever they 

tempted to give reafons for thefe opinions, 
then in a little time they bewilder’d them- 
lelves, under a notion of advancing their {ci- 
ence; then they tated to retain the truth in 
their knowledge, changed the true principles 
of things, which had b en deliver’d to them, 
into a falfe, weak and inconfiftent {cheme of 
ill-grounded philofophy. And now let us 
“ fee, 
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“ IV. What does neceffarily follow, if this 
be true. If the natural knowledge which 
the ancients had was ¢raditiouary ; if the fuc- 
ceeding generation received down only fome 
reports from the generation that went before 


it 5 Where was the fountain ? Who was the 


Author of this knowledge ? A/o/es was as un- 
likely, as another, to make a difcovery of thefe 
truths by any powers of reafon ; he was in- 
deed Jearned in all the learning of the Egyp- 
tians, but we do not find any principles in the 
Egyptian learning that could lead into the fe- 
cret of thefe things. It is remarkable, that 
Mofes’s account ot the Creation is a bare 
recital of faéts ; no fhew of argument or f{pe- 
culation appears in it. He relates that things 
were created in fuch and fuch a manner ; but 
has no attempt of argument to eftablith or 
account for any part of his relation. We 
muft, I think, allow Afc/es either to have had 
thefe truths imparted to him by immediate 
revelation, or we muft fay that he colle¢ted 
the dogmata of thofe that lived before him. 
If we chufe the latter opinion, the queftion 


{till remains, Who taught the predeceffors of 


Mojes thefe things ? Let us trace up to the 
firft man --- - How, or whence had he this 
knowledge ? How fhould Adam difcover the 
manner of his own creation, or defcribe the 
formation of the world, which was formed 
before he had any being ? Befides, if thefe 
things were difcoverable by reafon, and 4- 
dam, or any other perfon brought them to 
light by a due courfe of thinking, and rela- 
ted them to their children ; what were the 
traces of this reafoning ? where to be found ? 


C 4 “* or, 
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or, how were they loft? °Tis ftrange thefe 
things fhould be fo obvious at firft, that 
an early attempt fhould difcover fo much 
truth, and that all the wit and learning that 
caine after, for above five or fix thoufand 
rears, fhould, inftead of improving it, only 


P 


puzzle and confound it. If Adam, or fome 
other perion of extraordinary learning, had 
by a chain of reafoning brought thefe truths 
into the world, fome hints or other of the 
arzument would have remained, as well as 
the truths produced by it ; or fome fucceed- 
ing Author would, at one time or other, 
have reafon’d as fortunately as his predecef{- 
for, but nothing of this fort happen’d ; in- 
ftead of it we find, that the early ages had 
a good flock of truths, which they were fo 
far from having learning enough to invent 
or difcover, that they could not fo much as 
give a good account of the true meaning of 
many of them. A due confideration of thefe 
things mult lead us to believe, that God at 


‘ firft reveal’d thefe things unto men ; he ac- 
‘ quainted them with what he had done in the 
‘ Creation of the World; and what he had 


thus communicated to them, they tranfmit- 
ted to their children’s children. And thus 
God, .who in thefe laft days hath fpoken unto 
us by bis Son, did in the beginning in fome 
extraordinary manner /peak unto our fathers ; 
for there was a ftock of knowledge in the 
world, which we cannot fee how the poffef- 
fors of it could poffibly have obtained any 
other way ; and therefore fat, as well as hi- 
itory, teftifies, that the notion of a Revela- 
tion is no dreaim ; and that Mo/fes, in repre- 
tenting the early ages of the world to have 
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‘¢ had a converfe with the Deity, does no more 
<* than what the ftate of their knowledge obli- 
“* ges us to believe of them.” 


We are now come to the book itfelf; where 
I will not pretend to abridge thofe parts which 
are merely hiftorical, they being of themfelves 
neceffarily fo very fhort. I will rather obferve 
upon the whole, 1/f, ‘That the work is every 
where interfperfed with critical remarks upon 
the Hebrew text of the Old Teftament, which 
clear up many difficulties in ancient learning ; 
and 2d/y, ‘That there is the exacteft account of 
the rife and progrefs of Idolatry, which is wid 
where to be met with, at leaft in the fame com 
pafs. But as the way to Jufidclity has been gra- 
dually open’d, by advancing feveral notions which 
were not downright Dez/i, but infenfibly how- 
ever leffen’d the credit and probability of the 
facred writings, and the dignity of our holy 
inftitutions, and have notwithftanding been fup- 
ported by very great names, (fome of which 
at leaft meant no injury to ‘relig: on) ; I fhall 
take care to feleét fuch paffages, as carry the 
ftrongeft antidotes againft the betore-mention’d 
poifons. 

But firft of all, to thew our exact impar- 
tiality, I fhall take notice of an incautious re- 

ark of our Author, in which (I doubt not 

without any prone. inbe he aéts fomewhat contrary 
to the fpirit difcover’d in the reft of his admi- 
rable work. The remark is at the 33d page, 


the fubftance of which, more aftronomically . 


exprefs’d, is as follows. 


T HE longevity of mankind before the 
flood, is fuppofed to be owing to the paral- 
lelifm 
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lelifm of the axis of the annual and diurnal 
motion of the Earth, which occafion’d a per- 
petual equality of feafon, and ferenity of 
air ; but that after the flood, when the diur- 
nal axis was made to incline 23 degrecs and a 
half to the axis of the annual motion, this ob- 
liquity produced fuch a different fituation of 
the Earth, with regard to the Sun, as pro- 
duced a variety of feafons, that influenced and 
difturbed the animal oeconomy : Which diffe- 
rent fituation of the Earth, they fuppofe farther 
to be occafioned by the paflage of a comet, that 
by the laws of gravitation acted after fuch a 
manner upon the Earth, as to make the axis 
of the diurnal motion ftand oblique to that of 
the annual. 

Befides that the Scripture makes no mention 
of any fuch alteration in the fituation of the 
Earth , there is an objection againft it, that 
feems unanfwerable. If the equality of feafon 
was the fole caufe of the antediluvian se ge 
ty, the people between the Tropicks would {till 
live to feveral hundred years, at leaft much 
longer than thofe who inhabit the temperate 
zones , becaufe they enjoy ftill almoft an aque 
lity of feafon, and temperament of air ; where- 
as the contrary appears, old age being amongft 
them very uncommon. 

Mr. Sbuckford does not feem to fee thro’ 
the defign of this hypothefis. Dei/i is at 
the bottom of all the sang which philofo- 
phers take to refolve every thing into fecond 
caules ; otherwife they shee be contented 
with a much more obvious account, Wiz 
That the Creator changed the courfe of na- 
ture, and fuited the period, of human life 
after 
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after the flood, to a new ftate of things, 
occafioned by the fpreading and increafe of 
mankind.” 


We will now entertain the Reader with 


Mr. Sbuckford’s account of the origin of facri- 
fices. 
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‘“* The true account therefore of the origin 
of facrifices, muft be this : God, having de- 
termin’d what fhould, iu the fullue/s of time, 
be the true prepitiation for the fins of the 
world, namely, Chrift, who by bis own blood 
obtained us eternal redemption, thought fit 
from the beginning to appoint the creatures 
to be offer’d by way of jigure, tor the times 
then prefent, to reprefent the true Offering, 
which was afterwards to be made for the fins 
of men. The writer of the Epiftle to the 
Hebrews very largely argues the facrifices in 
the Law to be grounded upon this reafon, 
and I fhould conceive that his reafoning may 
be equally applied to the facrifices that were 
appointed betore the Law ; becaufe facrifices 
were not a new inftitution at the giving of 
the Law ; for, fays the prophet, I /pake not 
unto your fathers, uor commanded them, in the 
day that I brought them out of the land of E- 


Lypt, conceriuing burnt-offerings or facrifices 5 


my voice, aiid ye foall be my people, and walk 
ye in all my ways that I have commanded you, 
that it may be well with you. ‘There were no 
facrifices appointed in the two Tables deli- 
ver'd to Mofes; and it is exceeding proba- 
ble, that the rules which Mofes gave about 
facrifices and ablations, were only a “er 
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of the ancient inftitutions, with perhaps fome 
few additions or improvements which God 
thought proper for the ftate and circum- 
ftances thro’ which he defign’d to carry the 
Fewifh nation: for the law was added becaufe 
of tranfgreffions, until the feed fhould come, and 
not co fet up a new religion. 

“ Our bleffed Saviour, in his difcourfe with 
the woman of Samaria, ‘fobn iv. plainly in- 
timated, that the worfhip of God by facri- 
fices was a pofitive inftitution, founded upon 
the expectation of a promifed Meffah ; for 
he hints the Samaritans, who either ufed 
facrifices, imagining them part of natural re- 
ligion, or at leaft did not know the grounds 
of their being appointed ; I fay, he hints 
them to be blind and ignorant will-worfhip- 
pers, men that worfhipped they knew uot 
qbhat, ver. 225 or rather it fhould be tran- 
flated, men that worfhipped they kuew not 
bow, i.e. in a way and manner, the reafon 
and grounds of which they knew nothing of. 
But the Fews knew how they worfhipped, 
for falvation was of the Fews ; the promife 
of a Mcffizh had been made to them, and 
they had a good reafon to offer their facri- 


.* 


fices, for they were a method of worfhip ap- 


* pointed by God himfelf, to be ufed by them 


mM 
f 


until the Meffiah fhould come. 'The woman’s 


> enfwer, ver. 25. I know that Meffias cometh, 


looks as if fhe apprehended our Saviour’s true 
meaning. 

“* The reafon given in the fecond chapter to 
the Hebrews, for Abel’s facrifice pleafing God 
better than Czin’s, is another proof that fa- 
crifices were appointed by fome pofitive in- 


“ ftitution of God’s: By faith Abel offered unto 


God 
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God a morc excellent facrifice than Cain. The 
faith, of which feveral inftances are given in 
this chapter, is the belief of fomething de- 
clared ; and in confequence of fuch belief, 
the performance of fome action enjoined by 
God. By faith Noah, being warned of God, 
prepared an ark, i. e. he believed the warn- 
ing given him, and obediently made the ark, 
which he was order’d to make. By faith A- 
brabam, when be was called to go out iuto a 
place which he foould after receive for an inhe- 
ritance, obeyed ; and be went out, not knowing 
whither be went ; i.e. he believed that God 
would give him what he had promifed him, 
and in confequence of fuch belief, did what 
God commanded him. All the other in- 
{tanoes of faith, mention’d in that chapter, 
are of the fame fort ; and thus it was that /4- 
bel, by faith, offerd a better facrifice than 
Cain. He believed, what God had then pro- 
mifed, that the feed of the woman fhould bruife 
the ferpent’s bead, and in confequence of fuch 
belief, offer’d fuch a facrifice for his fins as 
God had appointed to be offer’d, until the 
feed flould come. If God, at that time, had 
given no command about facrificing, there 
could have been no more of the Faith treat- 
ed of inthis Chapter, in Avel’s Sacrifice, than 


in Cazn’s Offering. Cloppenburgh has given a: 


very good account of Cazu and Abe/’s Offer- 
ing. 
a "The Abetters of the other fide of the que- 
{tion do indeed produce the authority of fome 
Heathen Writers and Rabbins ; and of fome 
Chriftian Fathers, and of fome confiderable 
Authors, both Papi/is and Proteftants ; but a 
general anfwer may be given to what is of- 
** fered 
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fered from them. 'The Heathens had, as I 
obferved, no true notion of the origin of fa- 
crifices: They were generally received and 
eftablifhed in all countries as pofitive inftitu- 
tions; but the Philofophers were willing to 
prove them to be a reafonable fervice, and 
therefore thinking they could give a better 
account of the inanimate oblations, than of 
the bloody facrifices, they imagined thefe to 
be the moft ancient, and that the others 
were in time added to them: but there is 
no heathen writer, that I know of, that has 
gone fo far as to affert exprefsly, that facri- 
fices were at firft an human inftitution, or 
that has proved that fuch a worfhip could be 
invented by the reafon of man, or that it is 
agreeable to any notions we can have of 
God. The Rabbins had a general notion that 
facrifices were firft appointed, or rather per- 
mitted by God, in compliance with the dif- 
pofition which the J/rae/ztes had contracted 
in Egypt ; but this opinion is very weakly 
grounded. I cannot queftion but that when 
the Epiftle to the Hebrews was written, the 
current opinions of the Fewi/e Doors were 
of another fort ; for it is not to be fuppofed 
that the firft preachers of Chriftianity argued 
upon fuch principles, as they knew would 
not be admitted of by thofe whom they en- 
deavour'd to convert to their religion. It is 
certain that the Zewi/b Rabbins, when they 
were prefs’d with the force of proofs in fa- 
vour of Chrift from their Scriptures, did de- 
part from many of the fentiments of their 
anceftors, and went into new notions in fe- 
veral points, to evade the arguments which 
they could not anfwer. The Chriftian Fa- 
** thers 
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thers have fome of them taken the fide of 
this queftion which I am contending for, 
efpecially Eu/febius : And if fome others of 
them have thought otherwife, this is not a 
point in which we are to be determined by 
their authority. The Popifh writers took 
up their notions of facrifices, in order to fa- 
vour fome of their opinions about the Ma/s ; 
and as to the Proteftant writers, it is not 
difficult to fee which of them offer the beft 
reafons. One thing I would obferve upon 
the whole: If it appears from hiftory that 
facrifices have been ufed all over the world, 
have fpread as far, as univerfally amongft 
men, as the very notions of a Deity ; if they 
were the firft, the earlieft way of worfhip in 
every nation ; if we find them almoft as early 
in the world as mankind upon the earth, and 
at the fame time cannot find that mankind 
ever did, or could by the light of reafon, 
invent fuch notions of a Deity as fhould lead 
them to imagine this way of worfhip to be a 
reafonable fervice ; then we muft neceffarily 
fuppofe that facrifices were appointed for 
fome particular end and purpofe, and agree 
to what we find in Mb/es’s hiftory, that there 
was a reveal’d Religion in the beginning of 
the world.” 


The next remarkable thing to be offer’d, is 


Mr. Shuckford’s obfervations on the defign and 
arguments of our tamous Spencer, who would 
endeavour to deduce the Rites and Ceremonies 


of the 


the idolatrous Nations round about them. 


« Thus 


Fewifo Religion from the practices of 
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“ Thus at firft there was a general agree- 
ment about religion in the world: And if 
we look into the particulars of the heathen 
religion, even after they were much core 
rupted, we may pals find feveral pra- 
tices, as well as principles, fufficient to in- 
duce us to think that all the ancient rel igions 
in the world were originaily the fame. Sa- 
crifices were ufed in every country ; and tho’ 
by degrees they were disfigured by many hu- 
man ceremonies and inventions, in the way 
and method of ufing them ; yet I might fay, 
the heathens generally offer’d the fame forts 
of facrifices as were appointed to Noab, to 
Abrabam, and to the other fervants of the 
true God. They offer’d expiatory facrifices, 
to make atonement for their fins, and preca- 
tory facrifices, to obtain extraordinary fa- 
vours : They had their vows, and their ob- 
lations. haa many inftances of all thefe may 
be found in Homer, and in many other hea- 
then writers. 

‘ In the next place, Priefts were appoint- 
ed to be the Sacrificers for them ; and tho’, 
when civil Society came to be fet up, it be- 
came as neceffary to have national Priefts, as 
it was in families to have private ones; ( in- 
{tances of which we meet with amongft the 
true worfhippers of God ; Melchifedec at Sa- 
lem, as well as Auius at Delphos, being both 
Prieft and King ; and God himfelf appoint- 
ing the IJ/raelites a national Prieft, when 

they afterwards became a people; yet we 
find that amongft the heathens, for many 


‘ ages, the original appointment of the head 
* of every family to be the Prieft and Sacri- 
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ficer to his family, was inviolably maintain’d, 
as may be proved from their private feafts, 
where neither the publick, nor confequently 


the publick Minifters of religion were con- 


cern’'d: And thus Homer very remarkably 
reprefents Eumeus, the keeper of U/y(Jes’s 
cattle, officiating as Prieft in the facrifice 
which he made when he entertained W/y/fes, 
who vifited him in the drefs and habit of a 
poor traveller. In the fame manner we have 
reafon to think, that for a great while the 
creatures ufed in facrifice were the fame, as 
Noah called the clean beafts ; for fuppofing 
them to be, as I before obferv’d, only bul- 
locks, fheep or goats, thefe were moft anci- 
ently and moft generally ufed by the hea- 
thens. ‘Time, indeed, and a continual in- 
creafe of fuperftition, made numerous addi- 
tions to all parts of their religion ; but 7od’s 
friends amongft the Arabians ufed bullocks 
and rams for their burnt-offerings, and the 
Moabites did the fame in Mo/es’s time : And 
the common expiations mention’d in Homer, 
are either | éxavamuCae ravpay nd” "Arya | heca= 
tombs of bulls or goats, or | dpyey aiyovze 
wAcov | lambs, and goats without blemifh : 
And Achilles joins them all together, fuppo- 
fing that an offering of one or other of thefe 
was wanting to avert the anger of Apollo ; 
hereby intimating thefe to be the common 
and ordinary expiations. 

‘* Asto the Ceremonies ufed in the early days, 
we have fo fhort an account of what were 
ufed in the true Religion ; and there was 
fuch a variety of additions made to the falle, 
that we cannot offer a large comparifon be- 
tween them: However, we may obferve, 
JANUARY 1730. D ** that 
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that the two ancient Ceremonies which I 
have taken notice of, namely, of wafhing 
and changing their garments, in order to 
approach the altar, univerfally took place in 
all the feveral forts of the heathen worfhip. 
Various Authors might be cited to prove 
this, which the Reader may fee in Dr. Spen- 
cer’s Differtation upon the ancient Purifica- 
tions ; But there are two lines of the Latin 
poet, which defcribe thefe two rites in words 
fo agreeable to the directions which Facob 
gave his family about them, that I fhall fet 
them down as a {pecimen of the reft. 


Cafta placent Superis ; pura cum vefte venite, 
Et mauibus puris fumite foutis Ae 
‘bul. 


““ Upon the whole ; it is remarkable that 
fome learned writers, and Dr. Spencer in par- 
ticular, have imagined that the refemblance 
between the ancient heathen Religions, and 
the ancient Religion which was inftituted by 
God, was in many refpeéts fo great, that 
they thought that God was pleafed to infti- 
tute the one in imitation of the other. This 
conclufion is indeed a very wrong one, and 
it is the grand miftake which runs thro’ all 
the works of the very learned Author laft 
mention’d. ‘The ancient heathen Religions 
do indeed in many particulars agree with the 
inftitutions and appointments of that Reli- 
gion, which was appointed to Abrabam and 
to his family, and which was afterwards re- 
vived by AMofes- Not that thefe were deri- 
ved frem thofe of the heathen Nations, but 
much more evidently the heathen Religions 

“* were. 
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“© were copied from them ; for there is, I think, 
*€ one obfervation, which, as far as I have had 
“opportunity to apply it, will fully anfwer e- 
“¢ very particular that Dr. Spencer has offer’d ; 
““ and that is this: He is able to produce no 
“¢ one ceremony or ufage, practifed both in the 
*© Religion of Abrabam or Mofes, and in that 
“* of the heathen Nations, but that it may be 
“° proved that it was ufed by Abrabam or Mo- 
“¢ fes, or by fome of the true worfhippers of 
“* God, earlier than by any of the heathen Na- 
“* tions.” 


I fhall conclude this Article (referving fome 
further Obfervations for the next Month) with 
two learned remarks upon Sir ‘fobu Mar/bam, 


‘¢ The perfon that firft fpeculated upon thefe 

“* fubjects, was Sypbis, the firft of that name, 
‘* Cfor his Succeffor was likewife fo called, ) a 
“ King of Memphis. This Syphis began his 
‘* reign about 4. M. 2164, which is about eighty 
“* years after Abrabam’s coming into Egypt ; he 
“* reigned fixty-three years, and fo died above 
‘* forty years after Abrabam ; fo that he may 
** well be imagined to have heard of all the 
** tranfa€tions of Abrabain’s life, of his fame 
‘* in the feveral countries where he had lived ; 
** and being a Prince that had an ambition to 
“* raife himfelf a reputation in the world, and 
** feeing Abrabam’s greateft glory to be found- 
** ed upon his Religion, and the Revelations 
** which God had been pleafed to make him, 
“ he endeavour’d to make himfelf confpicuous 
** the fame way ; and for that end, means eis 
“© Gedy éxivevs 1 THY itegy cutlets BiCacy, A 
*¢ learned writer would feem to infer from 
D2 ** thefe 
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thefe words, that Sypbis faw and converfed 
with God, as Abrabam and the Patriarchs 
did. He tells us from Manetho in Fofepbus, 
that Amenophis affe€ted to have feen God ; 
and an{wers Fofepbus’s query about it, by 
hinting, that the expreffion of /ceing God, 
was a form of (peaking common to the Egyp- 
tiaus, Hebrews, and other Nations at this 
time. ‘The leatned Author expreffes himfelf 
fo dubioufly in his whole chapter, that one 
can’t well fay, whether he intends to infinu- 
ate, that Syphés converfed with God as much 
as Abraham, or rather that neither of them 
converfed with God at all; but only each of 
them confidering and contemplating what was 
moft reafonable, they gave the greater autho- 
rity to what they had a mind to impofe, by 
pretending to have converfed with the Deity, 
and to have received their orders from him : 
But nothing of this fort follows from either 
what we read of Syphis, or from what Ma- 
netho reports of Amenophis, or from any of 
the quotations which Sir ‘ohn Marfbam has 
cited upon this fubjeét: Rather, on the o- 
ther hand, the true conclufion from them is 
this ; That God was pleafed to make feveral 
Revelations to Abrabam, and to his defcen- 
dants ; and that, upon the fame of thefe 
{preading abroad in the world, many Kings 
and great men defired greatly, and ufed arts 
to have it thought that they had the fame 
favours fhewn to them ; as the Sorcerers and 
Magicians afterwards pretended to work mi- 
racles, in order to appear to have the fame 
Powers with thofe which God had given to 
fome other nerfons. 


3 “¢ ‘The 
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s¢ "The expreffion, Terd77 is cis Oxts <74veT, does 
not fignify, that he faw the Gods, but con- 
templator iu,-Decs fuit, i. e. he fpeculated a- 
bout the Deities, and from his fpeculations 
he wrote his Book. Manetbo pretends that 
he had this Book of Syphis ; but Sir Fobiz 
Marfoam very judicioufly queries, whether 
Books were thus early ; or whether they 
did not rather at this time mark or infcribe 
Memoirs and hints of things on pieces of 
ftone, or lumps of burnt earth. Aanetho’s 
Book might be a tranfcript from fome re- 
mains of Syphis. We are told, that Sypbis’s 
doétrines were highly efteem’d amongft the 
Egyptians, and that they follow’d them very 
ftriétly : And Sir spoke Marfoam very juftly 
remarks, that this King’s Q¢o7#ia. or pretence 
of having feen God, was the foundation of all 
the Egyptian errors in Religion.” 


‘© JT am fenfible that feveral writers have in- 
timated, that the Egyptzaus were fo far trom 
copying after Abrabam, that they pretend 
that Abrabam rather imitated them in all his 
religious Inftitutions : They fay, that Abra- 
bam was not the firft that ufed Circumcifion, 
but that he learnt it from the Egyptians. A 
noble writer feems very fond of this opi- 
nion ; but he has faid nothing but what Ce/- 
fus and ‘Fulian {aid before him. Herodotus 
is cited upon this occafion, affirming, that 
Circumcifion was a very ancient rite amongtt 
the Egyptians, inftitured by them ea’ deyisy 
from the beginning. Again, in another place 
he fays, that other Nations did not ufe Cir- 
cumcifion, except thofe who learnt it from 
the Egyptians. Again he tells us, that the 

D 3 Cole 
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Colchiaus, Egyptians and Ethiopians, and the 
Pheniciaus and Syrians that lived in Paleftine 
Ci. e. as Fofepbus rightly correéts him, the 
Fews) ufed Circumcifion ; and they confefs 
themfelves, fays he, to have learnt it from 
the Egyptzans. Diodorus Siculus thought the 
Colchians and the Zews derived from the E- 
gyptians, becaufe they ufed Circumcifion. 
And again, he {peaks of fome other Nati- 
ons, who, he fays, were circumcifed after the 
manner of the Egyptians. 'This is the whole 
of what is offer’d from the heathen writers. 
That Circumcifion was ufed anciently by fe- 
veral Nations befides the Fews, we do not 
deny ; nay, we may allow it to have been 
practifed among the Egyptians da’ desis, from 
the beginning, not meaning by that expref- 
fion, from the firft rife or original of that 
Nation ; but that it was fo early amongft 
them, that the heathen writers had no ac- 
count of the original of it. When any thing 
appeard to them to be thus ancient, they 
pronounced it to be ea deyws. That Hero- 
dotus himfelf meant no more than this by 
the expreffion, is evident from his own words. 
We find him querying, whether the Egyptz- 
aus \earnt Circumcifion trom the Ethiopians, 
or the Ethicpraus from the Egyptians ; and 
he is able to determine neither way, but 
concludes it to be a very ancient rite. ‘There 
had been no room for this query, if he had 
before meant, that it was an original rite of 
the Egyptians, when he faid it was ufed by 
them from the beginning : But amongft the 
heathen writers, to fay a thing was a7’ deys, 
from the begitniug, or that it was very anci- 
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ently practifed, are terms perfely fynoni- 
mous, and mean the fame thing. As to He- 
rodotus and Diodorus declaring, that the ‘ews 
learnt Circumcifion from the Egyptians ; we 
an{wer, The heathen writers had but very 
little knowledge of the Fewz/h hiftory ; they 
are feldom known to mention them, without 
making palpable miftakes about them. “/o- 


fephus’s books againft Apion, give many in- 


{tances of numerous miftakes, which the hea- 
then writers were in about the hiftory of the 
Fews ; and the account which ‘Fujii the E- 
pitomizer of Zrogus Pompeius gives of their 
Original, fhews evidently, that they were 
but very fuperficially acquainted with their 
affairs, and theretore Origen might juftly 
blame Ce//us * tor adhering to the heathen ac- 
counts of Circumcifion, rather than to that 
of Mofes ; for Mofes has given a full and 
clear account of the original of the Inftitu- 
tion ; they only offer imperfect hints and 
conjectures » Nay, and Herodotus, who fays 
moft of it, did not know at laft where it was 
firft inftituted, whether in Egypt or Ethio- 
pia ; and therefore not certainly whether in 
either. 

‘© But there is one thing further to be of- 
fer’'d ; we have the teftimony of an heathen 
writer, unqueftionably confirming Mo/es’s ac- 
count of Abrabam’s Circumcifion. We read 
in Philo Biblius’s Extratts from Sanchonia- 


* Origen contra Celfum, p.17. Sir John Marfham mi{- 
_— J 


repreicnts Origen, intimating him to fay, that Mojes faid in 
exprefs words, that 4brabam was the firft perfon who was cir- 
cumcifed ; whereas Origen only deduces what follows, by a 
very juit inference from Ma/es’s account of the Inftitution of 
Circumcifien. 
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thon, that it was recorded in the Phenician 
antiquities, that I/us, who was alfo called 
Chronus, circumcifed himfelf, and compelled 
his companions to do the fame. This I/us, 
or Chronus, {ays Sir ‘fobn Marfbam, was Noab ; 
or at leaft, according to other writers, he 
is pretended to have been a perfon far more 
ancient than the times of Abraham ; and 
therefore they fay, from this paffage it ap- 
pears, that Circumcifion was pra¢tifed before 
the times of Abrabam. But to this I an- 
{wer ; ‘The fame Author that gives us this 
account of I/us, or Cbrouus, fufficiently in- 
forms us who he was, by telling us that he 
facrificed his only Son ; nay, and further we 
are informed from the Egyptian records, of 
this very Chrous, that the Phenicians called 
him J/rael. Chrouus theretore, or I/rael, who 
was reported to have facrificed his only Son, 
can be no other perfon than Abrabam, whom 
the heathen writers reprefent to have facri- 
ficed his only Son I/aac. Facob was the per- 
fon who was really called IJ/rae/; but the 
heathen accounts of him were, that he had 
ten Sons ; fo that here is only a {mall mi- 
{take in applying the name J/rae/ to the per- 
fon who, they fay, offer’d in facrifice his on- 
ly Son, when in truth it was a name that be- 
longed to his Grandfon ; But thefe writers 
make greater miftakes than this, in all parts 
of their hiftories. And thus it appears from 
this paflage, not, as fome writers would in- 
fer from it, that Circumcifion was ufed in 
heathen Nations, ages before Abraham, but 
that Abrabam and his family were circum- 
cifed ; and therefore unlefs they can produce 


‘ ateftimony of fome other perfons being cir- 


** cumci- 
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“ cumcifed cotemporary with, or-prior to 4- 
“¢ brabam, we have their own confeffion, that 
“¢ Abrabam was circumcifed earlier than they 
“ can give an inftance of any other perfon’s 
“ being circumcifed in the world. There are 
© feveral writers, that have treated upon this 
“¢ fubject. Sir Fobn Marfbam and Dr. Spencer 
“¢ favour the opinion of Ce//us and ‘Fulian ; but 
€¢ as I think what I have already offer’d, is fuf- 
“ ficient to fhew what a bad foundation it is 
“© grounded upon; fo I hall add nothing fur- 
“¢ ther, but leave the Reader, if he thinks fit, 
“¢ to inquire more into the fubjeét, to confult 
“© thofe who have treated of it more at large. 
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ARTICLE IV. 
A Letrrer to TE. Ef, 


In Anfwer to Father H sx vovtn’s Doutes 
fur ’ Age du Dante, publifh’d in the Me- 
moires de Trevoux. 


Dear SiR, 


S you are very well acquainted with my 
love to polite Literature in general, 


which I owe in a great meafure to the oppor- 


tunities I have had of converfing with you; 


and as of late you have frequently taken notice 
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of my particular affection for the good writers 
of Italy; youll hardly be furpris’d to fee me 
engage in the defence of the Futher of the Ita- 
lian /auguage, and one who firft led the way, 
amidft the ignorance and confufion, which over- 
{pread the thirteenth century, to the ftudy of 
the Ancients, and, what is ever obferv’d to fol- 
low it, a juft and noble way of thinking. 


The celebrated Father Hardouin, in the Me- 
moires de Trevoux tor Auguft 1727, has thought 
fit to degrade the Author of the Poem of Hell, 
Purgatory and Paradife, into an obfcure writer 
of the fifteenth century, who upon fome very 
wicked defign, which we are left to conjecture, 
publifh’d that work under the name of Daute, 
a well known Author, who flourifh’d at the end 
of the thirteenth and the beginning of the four- 
teenth. To fhew the weaknefs of the arguments 
this paradox is founded upon, is the occafion of 
the prefent trouble I give you. 

We are agreed that Dante died at Ravenna, 
A.D. 1321. This we learn from Gio. Villa- 
#2 (2), as doubtlefs did alfo Raphael Volaterra- 
aus; and not from the Zradition of the Sca- 
vans du Pais, as F. H. woud have it ; who yet 
muft deny the ufe of this tradition to Boccace 
and St. Automine ; the firft of whom was born 
A. D. 1313, while Dante was living, and befides 
mentioning him as the Author of the Poem, 
occafionally in many of (2) his pieces, wrote a 
Life of him, wherein he is very full upon that 


(2) B.g. cap. 135. 
(4) Boccace alfo began a comment upon the Comedy, but 
did not go farther than half the frit Cantica. Ifor. della vol- 


gare Poefia di Crefcimbeni, p. 290. Edit. 1714. 
fub- 
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fubject. St. Antonine, Bifhop of Florence, died 
A, D. 1459, and in the third Volume of his 
Pars Hiftortalis, under the year 1322, mentions 
Dante very particularly, condemning him for 
not making a Limbus Infantium ; tor placing 
heathen Poets and Philofophers in the E/y/iau 
fields, and Pope Celefiine, who abdicated the 
Papacy, inhell; adding, °° Cum liber ifte fit in 
“ onigari compofitus, & a vulgaribus frequentata 
“ Jeftio ejus €9 idiotis propter dulcedinem rithmo- 
©S rym &9 verborum elegantiam, it may do a great 
“© deal of mifchief ; and immediately after cen- 
fures his book de Monarchia, which F. H. owns 
for the work of the trae Dante. In order there- 
fore to bring down our Poet to EF H.’s era, 
1411, the pieces of Boccace above-mention’d 
muft be fuppofititious too, for he died 4. D. 
1375 or 6: And the Triple Comedy, written in 
St. Antonine’s own time, muft, in forty years at 
moft, have gotten fo much credit, as to be mi- 
{taken by that Saint for a well-known poem a- 
bove a century older. 

But let us confider what F. H.’s favourite hi- 
ftorian Volaterranus {ays, who dedicates his book 
to (c) Fulius the fecond, and muft confute all 
before and after him. What he writes concern- 
ing Dante (the true Dante according to F. H.) 
agrees exactly with all the other accounts we 
have of him, as Author of the Comedy ; And 
the beginning of the Poem, quoted by Vo/a- 
terranus, “ Ultima Regua canam, wowd convince 
any one he meant that we now have ; efpecially 
when all who mention it, agree, that *twas be- 
gun firft in Latin; (d) Leon. Aretine, and 


(c) Chofen Pope only in 1503. 
(2) Vita di Daute, p. 42. 
(Ce) Bar- 
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(e) Barcellint exprefsly fay fo, and cite the firft 
verfé entire ; 


Ultima Regua canam fluido contermina mundo. 


Dante’s love for Beatrice, is fo remarkable a 
circumftance in the Comedy, that Volaterranus, 
in his account of him, (tho’ ’tis very fhort ) 
cou’d not help taking notice of it: Now be- 
caufe nothing of this Jove is to be found in the 
book de Monarchia, F. H. is oblig’d to refer Vo- 
laterranus to Tradition for his knowledge of this 
alfo. You can’t but obferve here, Dear ----, 
that fuppos’d Zradition is of ufe in more Sci- 
ences than one, to contradict or invalidate what 
is written. 

The quotation from Petrarch will be of no 
greater fervice in the argument: *Tis in his 
book Reruw Memorandarum, wherein he brings 
together ftories of feveral perfons, ancient and 
modern, according to the mifcellaneous titles 
ot his chapters, as de Otio, de Memoria, de Di- 
cacitate five Facetiis, &c. after the manner of 
Valerius Maximus. In the chapter de Ironia, 
Dante comes in among the reft, and what F. H. 
here quotes, is merely an introduction to the 
repartee Dante made upon Scaliger Canis ; not 


an hiftorical account of his life, his exile, or 


his retreat to that Prince at Verona. What an 
immenfe book muft this of Petrarch have been, 
had he faid all he knew upon every perfon he 
introduces ! In his Triumph of Love, cap. 4. I 
find Dante with Beatrice, at the head of the J- 
talian Poets. 


fe’ TrduAe3 sip ty duh 
(e) Induftrie Filologicée. Induffr. y. cap. t. 


(f) The 
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Cf) The paffage, where F.H. fays, our Poet 
puts Thomas Aquinas among the Saints, who was 
not canonis’d till two years after Dante’s death, 
is this : 


eee tee ee ee ee E poz 
Ripinfe al ciel Thomafo per amenda. 


He {peaks of Charles de Valois, who having be- 
headed Couradin, Son of the Emperor Courad, 
and Heir of Naples and Sicily, and fearing that 
Thomas, who was well acquainted with all his 
barbarous proceedings, fhould make report of 
°em in the Council at Lyous ; got him poifon’d 
in his way thither, at Foffa Nuova. Ripiufe al 
ciel, fent bim to beaven ; a common pbrafe to exes 
prefs a good man’s murder. 

I don’t think (however Prophet and Poet may 
be fynonimous terms) that Dante was prophet. 
enough to foretell, what bappen’d feven years af- 
ter bis death : If that be made out, I muft give 
him up. Zhe thing fuppos'd by F. H. to be fore- 
told, is the Entry of Louis the Bavarian iuto 
Rome, to fet up the Anti-Pope Peter of Corbe- 
via, which happen’d in the year 1328. The 
paffage he brings to prove this, is fo hard upon 
the holy See, that the good father would not 


quote it, were it not highly neceffary to his ar-. 


gument. There is indeed another reafon, which 
fhould have hinder’d him from doing fo ; viz. 
that it will not bear the fenfe be gives it. ‘The 
lines he labours moft to explain, are, 


(/) Purgetor. Cant. 20. 
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Cz) Ma Palta providentia, che con Scipio 
Difefe a Roma la gloria del mondo, 
Soccorra tofto, fi com’ io concipio. 


(b) Velutello and Landino render it very juftly : 
<¢ As the divine providence, fays the Poet, em- 
a, Ploy ‘d the valour of Scipio to fave Rome, the 
glory of the world, from the cruelty of Hanni- 
” ee fo well it fon; by the means of an excel- 
“ font Prince, defend the Church from the wicked 
“© Prelates, thofe wolves difguis’d like fbepherds.” 
F. H. tranflates it thus : “* La Providence par le 
“ bras dun fecond Scipion fecourra bientot Rome, 
© €3 Jui rendra, comme le premier le fit autrefois, 
“ Pavaiutage @etre la plus glorieufe ville du mon- 
“S de; adding, Y mettant le Pape €3 la Paponte, & 
“© Ja retivant d Avignon.” His fault is, 2u refer- 
ring what belongs only to the verb ditefe, alfo 
to Soccorra ; where alla Chiefa, or a’ Fedeli zs 
plainly underfiood, juft as the two Commentators 
render tt. 
So far F. H. isin the right: °Z2s the quarrel 
between Louis the Bavarian, and Pope John the 
Twenty-fecond, the Poct bas here in view (i), 


nn Uw 


La) 


(c) Parad. Cant. 27. 


(>) Velutello indeed is wrong, in that he fays, all thefe 
great things are to be done, “* Mediante la Virtu @ arrigo 
feffo (for fettimo )} Imperadore : For that Emperor died before 
Fobn XXII (il Papa “Caorfi 70) was Pope. 


(?) I believe feveral places in the Poem, which fpeak of 
great Deliverances by the help of a Prince, fhou’d be rather 
underftood of Lowis than Henry, as Velutello explains ’em 3 a- 
greeably to what he fays in his Life of Dante, quoted below. 
The prefent paflage muft be underftood of Louis, for the 
reafon given in the preceding Note. 

whick 
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which he expects will be of fervice to his par- 
ty, but not ‘‘ Rendra a Rome Pavantage, &c. 
Now Dante might very well mean this quarrel ; 
for all who have mention’d him, agree, that the 
Poem was written toward the end of his life: 
Velutello (k) in particular fays, ‘* Dante com- 
“* pos'd ali the Comedy in bis exile, when having 
“© Joft all bopes of returning to Florence, and 
“<° wander'd about from place to place, be at iaft 
<* fix’d in Ravenna, ander the protection of Gui- 
“< do da Polenta, where be died. And the Poet 
himfelf (/) fays, he faw a feat prepar’d in Paradife 
for the Emperor Henry the Seventh, who was 
to come thither before him. Now to make 
Dante no prophet, this part of the poem at leaft 
muft be written after Heury’s death, and confe- 
quently Louis's election. 

Fobn, immediately after he was chofen Pope, 
A. D. 1316, refus’d to confirm Louzs’s election, 
becaufe he had taken the title of Emperor with- 
out the authority of the holy See, and exceed- 
ed in fome inftances the bounds of the Imperial 
power: And the wext year he publifh’d a Con- 
ftitution againft thofe Princes, who govern’d fe- 
veral parts of Italy, under the title of Vicarii 
Imperit : The chief of thefe was Maffeo Vi/- 
conti, who with Uguecio Fagiola, and the Family 
D’Efte, (who had turn’d the Pope’s Officers out 
of Ferrara) was perfecuted by the Pope, and 
fupported by Louis. Al) this before the year 
1318 (7). 


(h) Vita di Dante. 

") Parad. Cant. 30. 

(2) Blond. Decad. A / 9. Spendan. fub Annis predit 
Platina in vitis Clem. V. & Johan. XXII. avem ille XXII 
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The Gue/fs, agreeably to their principles, de- 
clared for ‘fobn, and the Ghidellins for the Em- 
peror, (thofe of Zu/camy, under the direétion 
of the above-mention’d Fagiola.) 'That Dante 
was of this party, is afferted by Bellarmin (n) 
a Jefuit, and a Cardinal: But as I fear, Dear 
----- , thefe qualifications may leffen his cre- 
dit with you, I fhall produce two other Au- 
thors of a very different fort : Boccace (0) fays, 
He turn’d Ghibellin ; and Machiavel (p), that 
the White party, expell’'d Florence by Charles 
de Valois, jotn’d themfelves with the Ghibellins ; 
and that upon the approach of the Emperor Henry 
to reftore the Exiles, moft of the Ghibellins, and 
fome of the White faction, viz. thofe banifb’d by 
game, were ftill kept out, when the Citizens a- 
greed to reftore the ref. Upon both thefe occa- 
fions Dante is nam’d. So this wifhing well to 
the Ghivellins under Henry and Loats, can by 
no means be brought to prove that he did not 
profefs Guelfifm (the reigning opinion of the 
State) whilft in his own country ; fince all the 
expell’d Florentznes chang’d fides in the fame 
manner. ; 

And this is alfo a reafon for his {peaking fo 
freely of the Popes, who were at the head of 
the Gue/fs, without referring him to Wickliffe’s 
(q) time, as F. Hi. infinuates. There is no 
need of going fo low, to find the crying abufes 
then in the Church diflik’d and expos’d. St. dn- 


(x) In Appendice ad Libros de Summo Pontifice, Cap. 126 
EP 14. 
(0) Vita dt Dante. 
(?3 Hiftor. Florent. L, 2. ad initium. 
(7) Who publifh’d his doctrine about the year 1377. Ra- 
in, Hift. Ede, UY. 
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tonine, in the Section immediately preceding 
that quoted above, fays, ‘‘ That in Floreuce it- 
“* felt, there were at that time (4. D. 1322.) 
“* many Pauperes de Lugduno (Waldenfes)}) who 
were condemn’d by Yobn XXII. And Dante, 
the true Dante, according to F. H. in his book 
de Monarchia, makes the Emperor independent 
of the Pope. 

To mention only our two other excellent 
Italiaus of that age, Petrarch’s three famous 
Sonette’s, and many paflages in Boccace, fhew 
fufficiently what the men of fenfe in thofe days 
thought of their Ecclefiaftical Governors. Car- 
dinal Bel/armin (7), in an{wer to the citations 
out of thefe Authors, againft the Romz/b cor- 
ruptions in the Aavifo piacevole alla bella Italia, 
never thinks of proving them moderns ; he is 
more modeft ; and only produces many good 
catholic fentiments out of their writings, to 
balance thofe of the other fort. Coeffeteau does 
the fame in his anfwer to Mornoay. Is it not 
then exceedingly hard for F. H. to bring down 
our Poet a whole century below his time, for 
the fake of his heretical pofitions ; when, ac- 
cording to bis own favourite [yftem (s), Severus 
Archontius, and bis affociates, compos’d {uch a 
number of pieces, under the names of the moft ce- 
hebrated writers of antiquity, about the beginning 
of the thirteenth century, on purpofe to fubvert the 
catholic faith ¢ 


(r) In Appendice, ut fupra, C. 19, 20, 22. 


(s) Harduini Oper. fele&. Edit. Amftel. p. 3435345 $45 
See alfo p. 35. of the firft Edit. of his Chron. Vet. Tet. where 
he fays, 4 writer of the 13th Century had the fame hatred for 
Bifbops, the Calvinitts nozo have. 
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As to the other erroneous opinions of our 
Poet, I can find nothing which even hints the 
Eternity of the World: And for the conceit, 
“© That the firft Mover can’t exift, without pro- 
“© ducing motion; F. H. muft take it from thefe 
verfes, (¢) 


Et ancho la ragion lo vede alquanto ; 
Che non concederebbe, che Motori 
Senza [ua perfettion foffer cotanto. 


Where ’tis clear from the context, that Motori 
muft mean the Angels ; and fo Landino and Velu- 
tello explain it. ”Tis indeed abfolute nonfenfe, 
underftood of God, or as a general argument. 
In the firft paffage relating to the Zrinity (x), 
-F. H. fuppreffes what comes between the verfes 
he quotes, where the Poet fays, He does uot be- 
lieve thofe divine truths, only on pbyfical or me- 
taphyfical veafoning, but from Scripture. 

The fecond paffage I don’t find, not having 
the Edition of Venice 1477. In the Credo of 
Landino’s Edition, there is nothing heterodox. 
But in general, I don’t fee any reafon to expect 
in a Poem [uch an exatinefs of expreffion, as is 
required in a Treatife of Divinity or Philofophy : 
Nor fhou’d I have taken notice of the particu- 
lars above, were it not to fhew how ftrangely 
F. H. miftakes, or mi{reprefents the plaineft things. 
But you know well enough, ’tis the way of the 
Journalifts, to make every Author, who in any 
point finds fault with the Corruptions of the 


(t) Pavad. Cant. 29 
(v) Pavad. Cant. 24. 
Church, 
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Church, or deviates in the leaft from its do- 
ctrines, or indeed from thofe peculiar to the 
Fefuits, (who are the Catholic Church rav tkoxdvy 
run directly into Deifm, and fo to Atheifm. 

The fenfe F. H. gives to Beccaio (w) is fo 
fore’d, that you'll fcarce think it needs an an- 
{wer ; efpecially when he obferves (as indeed 
appears by the context, and many other places 
in the poem) that Dawte intended to abufe the 
Royal family of France ; and that he calls Hugh 
Capet, Ciapetta par une etymologie maligne du 
verbe Chiappare. As to Beccato di Parigt, why 
is not that proper, fince he was Count of Pa- 
ris ¢ 

The opinion that Hugh Capet’s Father was a 
Butcher, is to be found in Villon, and Agrippa 
de Vanitate Scientiarum, which fhews there was 
fuch an one, how groundlefs foever. Befides, 
how abfurd is it to fuppofe that a writer, who 
intended to perfonate Dante, wou’d in this fin- 
gle inftance, for no end, plainly indeed againft 
the tenor of the whole paffage, (which is faty- 
rical and abufive)) make fuch an aukward rid~ 
die? If F.H. pats bis Oedipodifm upon this dif- 
covery, youl (I dare fay) acknow ledge bim for a 
Conjurer with all your beart. 


Our Poet certainly ap the firft and fe- 
cond Royal families of France, when he makes 
that Prince turn Monk, whofe crown Hugh 


(w) Figliuol fui @un Beceaio di Parigi, 
ye sI9 OK at t/ 
Duard i] fi Rec C2 ia MEICK i ft CF MEY Meh 2 
. a] 7 ° . - . 
Tutti fuor chan renduto in panni b221. 


Purgat. Cant. zo. 
, > > Ea . Po Se nT opal umeen 
, vi} [] 6 2 ALLE ASse D4! Vue {on CENLT 8? SrOSVET IL Mt GAZ 
v) ne sattenagit pas, F g G 
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Capet ufurp’d: For that circumftance belongs 
to Daniel, in whom ended the firftt race. WHow- 
ever, a miftake about two fa¢ts, fo much alike, 
(the laft of which happen’d above three hun- 
dred years before our Poct’s time) is, I fuppofe, 
not abfolutely unpardonable in that age of igno- 
rance. 

Cowd a writer, {ays F. H. cotemporary with 
Philip the Fair, be zguoraut of a fact all the bi- 
ftortans mention, and put Ghent among the places 
taken by that Prince, when he did not dare to fbew 
bimfelf before it¢ The verfes, this charge is 
founded upon, are (y) 


Ma fe Doagio, Guanta, Lilla e Bruggia 
Poteffer, tofto ne {aria vendetta. 


Now here is not a word of Ghent’s being taken, 
but only that that Town would revenge the evils 
Philip bad brought upon it; who, tho’ he did not 
take it (z), with the other towns here men- 
tion’d, in 129%, yet he march’d to attack it, 
and was the caufe why *twas torn to pieces be- 
tween the Freuch and Flemif/b fa€tions. And 
in 1299 the Count de Valois again deftroy’d the 
country round about Ghent ; which, with the 
taking Dixmude and other fuccefles, was the rea- 
fon why the Count of Flanders deliver’d himfelf 
into Philzp’s hands ; who immediately went to 
take poffeffion of the conquer’d country, and 
took hoftages from Ghent, and the other towns : 
And upon this fuccefs was ftruck a Medal, with 
this Infcription, Ratheun. Devitt. Gandavo Re- 


(iy) Purgat. Cant. zo. 
(z) No more did he Doway. 
cépic, 
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cepto, Pax €9 Quies Stab. (a). Faques de Cha- 
tilion, whom Philip had made Governor of Flan- 
ders, opprefs’d the people terribly ; whereupon 
Ghent as well as Bruges revolted, and, tho’ foon 
quieted for that time, yet upon the defeat of 
the French army in Fuly 1302, they declar’d for 
their countrymen, after having been hinder’d 
fome time by thofe of their Nobility, who were 
in the French intereft (Y). And now, can any 
thing appear more unfair than F, H.'s queftion ¢ 


F. H. afferts, that the Fleurs-de-lis zu the 
arms of France, are miore modern than the time 
we would place our Author in. Neverthelefs I 
find in Da Frefue’s Gloflary, under the article 
Moueta, fome Coins of Philip the Second, Louis 
the Eighth, and many of Philip the Fair, with 
the Fleur-de. lis. And to what elfe could the 
French faétion in Flauders owe their name of 
Portelys, according to Rapin (c) 5 or Faction du 
Lys, in Daniel (d)¢ This latter hiftorian ex- 
prefsly fays, ‘‘ I) y avoit une faction en Flandre, 
“© gui etoit pour le Roi, €9 on appelloit ceux, qué 
“* Ja compofotent, les geus du Lys, a caufe des 
“* Lys de PEcu de France. 


As ’tis but by way of epifode that F. H. 
makes Gio. Villani fpurious; I fhall only men- 
tion one of thofe many great hiftorians, who 
have thought fit to make ufe of his teftimony : 
Tis oue of the Society, F. Daniel; who quotes 
Villani almoft every page, as far as his hiftory 
goes. 


(4) Mezeray Hift. Vie de Phil. le Bel. 
(4) Daniel Hift. Vie de Phil. le Bel. 
(¢) Vie d’Edouard I. 

(d) Vie de Poil. le Bel. A. D. 1297. 
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As to the facking of Florence by Attila ; ’tis 


not much to be wonder’d at, that an opinion th 
that did honour to their country, Cas fuppofing w 
it then a confiderable place) was, tho’ falfe, in he 
thofe dark times, embrac’d by the Florentines, Ww 
efpecially about a faét feven or eight hundred de 
years old. Boccace, in Dante’s Life, begins this he 
ftory with “* Certiffimo Abbiamo ; and Gio. Vil- dt 


Jani (€) lays, Florence was deftroy’d under Va- 
lentinian Theodofins , and St. Leo, A. D. 450, by 





Jotila: ’Vis plain, by the date, and the names oO 
of the cotemporary Princes, he means Cf) Af- fc 
tila. °Tis indeed a flory made out of the deftru- bi 
ction of Florence by Totila, iz the time of Jufti- oj 
nian, which Machiavei takes notice of (g). g 

The miftake in forming the hebrew plural : 
Malacoth, will, I imagine, be juft fuch another ” 


argument for our Poct’s ceing modern, as bis 
neglect of the rules of Epic poetry. 


As I only intended.to anfwer F. H.’s objecti- 
ons, I will not tire you with citing all the F/o- 
yentine and foreign Authors who have mention’d 
Dante, (the Author of the Triple Comedy, ) 
almoft a continued chain, down from his time 
to ours (/). Nor will I infift upon the con- 
{tant ZYradition of his countrymen ; tho’ that 
feems to be F. #.’s favourite fource of argu- 
ments. 


(c) B. 2. Cap. 1. 
(f) Who died 4. D. 45 
(g) Hiffor. Florent. L. 


(4) See particularly Crefcimdeni Lior. p. 289, & feq. 
Dante 


3. Yetila died in 552 


Nw 
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Dante was a Scholar and a Poet, far above 
the times he liv’d in, (as Boccace and Petrarch 
were immediately after,) and I think I may fay, 
he well deferves a place among the ancient fine 
writers: In which rank F. H. feems to confi- 
der him, by treating him in the fame manner 
he has done Ce/ar, Livy, and the Author of the 
divine Ainetd. 


We have been inform’d, that the true defign 
of thus degrading the Ancients, is to make way 
for the fpurioufnefs of fome Fathers, who can’t 
be fo diftorted, as to agree with the Dogmata 
of the Romifh Church. This is a long way of 
going to work ; and *twould be much better for 
the Scczety directly to attack the Bzble ; for, as 
long as that zs efteem’d authentic, the Dogmata 
muft appear abfurd and monftrous, 


Iam, SiR, 


December 20. Yours, &c. 


1728. 
N. A. 
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ARTICLE V. 


REMARKS uapon Dr. Crarke’s 
CATECHISM. Printed for Mr. 
Crownfield, in St. Paul's Church-yard. 


1730. 


7 & learned Author of this Piece has 
7 thought fit to conceal his name ; very 
probably, becaufe he would not feem to tri- 
umph over the memory of an adverfary, whom 
he openly challenged, and fairly conquer’d when 
alive. This is an inftance of generofity that is 
natural to great and good minds: But who- 
ever is acquainted with the courfe of our late 
controverfies concerning the Zrinity, will eafily 
difcover a writer, who diftinguifh’d himfelf fo 
remarkably by the large fhare which he had in 
it, and by the uncommon abilities which ap- 


_ pear’d in his writings; a perfect acquaintance 


with antiquity ; a clear, diftinguifhing head ; 
and a lively imagination, that is capable of 


making a dry and difficult fubject, agreeable 
and eafy. 


The Introdu€tion to the Remarks obferves, 
That our Catechz/i is to be guarded, with the 
utmoft vigilance, againft all attempts to dif- 
guile, 
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guife, or pervert the fenfe of it ; becaufe it is 
the Summary of Chriftian knowledge, in which 
all the members of our Church are, or ought 
to be inftructed ; that corrupting this fountain, 
is like poifoning the mé/k which infants are to 
fuck: That if the Do¢tor had any new Cate- 
chifms to produce, he fhould have publifh’d 
them as ew ones ; that, otherwife, injudicious 
and unwary Readers may be impofed upon and 
feduced, unknowingly, from their principles, 
when doétrines different from thofe of our 
Church, are cover’d and recommended by the 
title of an Expofition of the Church-Catechifm ; 
the very found of which is awful, commands 
refpeét, and procures a readier reception : That 
it was not the intention of the Remarks to un- 
dervalue any thing that the learned Doétor has 
written in this, or any other piece, for the 
great fervice of Religion ; but only to detect 
and defeat his artful, not to fay unfair defign, 
of contradiéting the principles of the Church 
of England, under a pretence of explaining 
them. 7 

They obferve, that “ this is not doing ju- 
£¢ ftice to our Church-Catechifm, nor an{wer- 
‘© ing the title of the book: Expounding is 
“ one thing; expunging is another. Since this 
** was the defign, the fairer way would have 
“¢ been, to have call’d it the Church-Catechi/ut 
“¢ explain’d, and corretied ; rather than to have 
“¢ given the title of az Expofition to the whole, 
“* which belongs only to a part.” 
Again ; “* It is impoffible to reconcile the 
principles laid down in the Expofition, with 
what the Catechi/m plainly means. The 
“Church forms ought to be interpreted ac- 
** cording to the mind of the Church that 
** made 


a ww 


on 


6 
cc 


















































































74. The Prefent State of Art. 5, 


‘© made them: and if, fo interpreted, they ap- 
“¢ pear not to agree with Scripture, they are 
“ to be rejected as fa/fe; but not ftrained toa 
“ fenfe, not their ow#, in order to make them 
© true. 'The Scriptures indeed are the rule of 
“¢ rrutb, but not the rule of ¢uterpretation in 
© this cafe. They are the rule for recetving 
“¢ any forms, but not the rule for wnderftanding 
¢ them.” 


The Remarks proceed to make good this 
charge againft the Expojitiou, by feveral Paffa- 
ges relating to the Divine Nature and Worfbip 
of the fecond and third Perfons in the ever-blef- 
fed Trinity, with fome other Points naturally 
arifing from Arzan Principles, or brought in as 
proper Aids to fupport them, The order of the 
Catechifm brings the Point of Wor/bip firft un- 
der Confideration, and the Remarks fhew that 
the Doétor has dropt (they might have faid de- 
nied) the Worfhip of the Son and Holy Ghotft. 
Speaking of Idolatry, fays the Dottor, “ Every 
“ thing of this kind Call Worfhip) is faulty, 
“© befides the Worfhip of him. alone (the Father) 
°° who created the World by his Power, who 
© redeemed Mankind by his Son, and fanétifies 
€¢ all good Perfons by his Holy Spirit :” there- 
by infinuating alfo the reafon why Worfbip ought 
to be confined to the Father, becaufe the Father 
alone does every thing, the So and the Holy 
Spirit being only Inftruments in his Hand, and 
‘confequently not entitled to any Adoration on 
account of what they did for us, becaufe they 
did it ménifterzally. 

That this cannot be confidered as a cafual 
Omiffion, or undefigned Negleéf, but a fiudred 
Defign in the Doétor, the Remarks prove, by 
3 fhew- 
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fhewing that the Docior is conftant and uniform 
in omitting the Worfhip of the Son and Holy 
Ghoit ; which it is impoffible to fuppofe that 
any fenfible Writer would have done, when he 
was profeffedly explaining the Principles of the 
Church of England, had he really been of her 
Opinion, that the Son and Holy Ghoft are to 
be worfhipped. 


The remaining part of this Extraét, for want 
of room here, muft be deferr’d till the next 
Journal. 
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WE hope” our Readers will not be difpleafed 

that the fubjects of this Month are chiefly 
religious. ‘They happen’d to be the prefent pro 
du€&t of the prefs ; very well worthy this pub- 
lick notice and recommendation ; particularly 
feafonable at this time ; and, tho’ grave and 
folemn, yet entertaining to every ratzonal reader. 
We fhall always ftudy to diver/ify the fubjeéts, 
as much as the Republick of Letters will allow, 
without defcending to fuch trifling perform- 
ances, as can afford neither pleafure nor profit 
to perfons of any fober judgment and tafte, or 
to fuch loofe pieces as ought not to be pub- 
lifh’d at all in any civilized nation. 


As this is an Undertaking fo laudable in its 
intention, we promife ourfelves the countenance 
of fuch as are friends to Learning and Litera- 
ture : And as it is fo extenfive in its kind, we 
may reafonably defire the affiftance of men of 
leifure 
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leifure and ability. It is our bufinefs to give 
fome account of al forts of books ; to draw up 
a foort abftract of them, whenever the fubject- 
matter fhall feem to make fuch a method pro- 
per, and the fize of the book will admit of 
it ; 

In other cafes, to give fome account of 2: 
Author’s defign, and manner of writing ; 

Sometimes to point out the particular beauties, 
or defects of writers ; 

Or to give more general ftrictures, or fhort 
differtations upon points of zmportance, or cu- 
viofity, as their writings fhall give occafion. 


This is a defign, we apprehend, very a/eful 
and entertaining to all forts of perfons that con- 
verfe with books : But we need not be afhamed 
to own, withal, that it requires the concur- 
rence of perfons in every branch of Learning, 
to make it effectual to the purpofes intended 
by it: and every Scholar has it in his power 
to contribute his affiftance, without much trou- 
ble to himfelf, or any interruption to his ftu- 
dies, by fending to the Author of this Paper 
materials upon fuch fubjeéts as his particular 
profeffion, or particular genius and inclination, 
fhall lead him to read upon. 





